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A PROPOSED RULE FOR BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 





Now we have always endeavored to the very best 
of our ability to make the “American Lawyer” the 
medium of publicity for the highest legal thought 
throughout the country. Under the impression that 
eath and every bar association desires that its pro- 
ceedings be given as wide a circulation among the legal 
fraternity as possible, it has been our pleasure for some 
years past, to publish the leading addresses, treating 
oi subjects of interest to the average member of the 
bar. It is a source of distinct congratulation to feel 
that in ninety-nine cases out of every hundred, this has 
been appreciated by officers and members of associa- 
tions who have assisted by every means within their 
power. Rarely if ever has courteous request for the 
copy of an address met with a refusal where the speech 
was not extemporaneous and such copy existed. As 
a general rule public men take the same view as Henry 
Ward Beecher,of whom it is said that on one occasion, 
having to address a noisy meeting, he leaned over the 
platform and began dictating his speech to the re- 
porters. “Go ahead, gentlemen,” he said, when quiet 
was restored, “I am not now talking to the ten hundred 
people present here to-night, but to the ten million who 
will 1ead the papers to-morrow.” 

Lack of time and lack of money as well as other 
reasons may prevent the lawyer from attending an 
annual meeting of his association, and for every 
member of the bar, who listens to the speaker one 
hundred will read his address and give it careful 
thought. 

For the past two years we have observed an un- 
fortunate tendency on the part of members of the 
American Bar Association, which we take this oppor- 
tunity or calling to the attention of the officers of that 
body in the hope that a rule may be adopted covering 
the case. On several occasions speakers have made 
private arrangements with the publishers of magazines 
for the exclusive publication of their addresses. Up 
to the present we had always supposed and indeed are 
still inclined to believe that such right to publish was 
given without money and without price. 

We say “up to the present” for a letter just re- 
ceived from a certain thrifty Mr. Beale, has opened 
the door to doubt. This letter is too good to be pub- 
lished otherwise than in extenso. The cannie writer 
says: 

I am in receipt of a request from you for the 
manuscript of my paper to be read before the Bar 
Association for publication. 

As the paper is not very abstruse, I should 
be willing to dispose of the copyright for fifty 
dollars. As, however, I usually publish in other 
magazines, and as you are perhaps not in the 
habit of paying contributors to your magazine, I 
shall not send the manuscript unless you send 
me further word. You will, of course, realize 
that I do not publish my paper by reading it ata 
meeting of a private association, of which I am 
a member; and I cannot permit its publication 
except upon the terms I have stated. Yours, J. 
H. Beale, Jr. 


Now Mr. J. H. Beale, Jr., be it known, is to read a 
paper before the Association of AmericanLaw Schools 
at the annual meeting of the American Bar Associa- 
tion at Saratoga. His subject is “The First Year Cur- 
riculum for Law Schools.” This legal educator hails 
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from the law school of the University of Chicago, an 
institution which, as it is very careful to advertise upon 
its letter paper, was “founded by John D. Rockefeller,” 
the last named evidently not a believer in denying to 
the left hand a cognizance of the actions of the right. 

Now one difficulty with the situation is that, as we 
understand it (though here we are open to correction), 
the Association of American Law Schools is not a 
regularly recognized section of the American Bar As- 
sociation, still we submit that the latter can properly 
take cognizance of a matter such as this,and in order to 
forestall future complications adopt a rule making each 
paper read, the property of the association for distribu- 
tion to the press. Consequently when the American 
Law Schools organization does apply for admission, 
gentlemen of Mr. Beale’s provident and thrifty spirit 
will have their wings clipped. 

Needless to say the letter of the sage of Mr. Rocke- 
feller’s institution has been carefully perused by us. 
We note the “without prejudice” clause, as it were, at 
the end, in which the writer so clearly brings to our 
attention the rule of law that speeches delivered be- 
iore a club or body to which the general public are not 
invited, are not the property of the aforesaid public, 
but may be realized upon by the speaker as an asset 
more or less valuable. . Unfortunately as (1) Mr. 
Beale’s literary attainments are not so well known as 
to justify us in paying fifty dollars for a “pig in a 
poke,” and (2) we presume he will decline to furnish 
us with a sample of what he is good for in that line, 
the “American Lawyer” has been obliged to decline 
his offer, and the pages of our September number will 
appear unadorned with his remarks. Possibly after 
reading his article in the other and favored publication 
we may indulge in weeping, wailing and gnashing at 
the thought of the vanished gem. Possibly we may 
conclude that' unadornment was best adornment. 

It only remains to be added that in line with Mr. 
Beale’s hint, relative to the non-abstruseness of the 
“subject, speakers at bar associations uf a frugal and 
money-making turn of mind, will, it is presumed, be 
prepared hereafter to turn an honest penny or two by 
preparing good “copy” for the “Cosmopolitan” or 
“Frank Leslie’s” on such subjects as “Johnnie Jones; 
or the Romance of the Lawyer’s Office Boy,” or “De- 
mosthenes Choate, the Orator of The Sierras.” 








A POLICY OF INSURANCE AS COLLATERAL 
SECURITY FOR A DEBT BARRED BY THE 
STATUTE OF LIMITATION. 





“Where a policy on the life of a debtor is issued, pay- 
able to his creditor to the amount of his debt, the 
creditor has a right to the insurance, to the amount of 
the debt, as against the debtor’s representatives, 
though the debt is barred by limitations, even if the 
policy is given to creditor as collateral, and not as 
absolute payment.” 

Such was the holding of the Supreme Court of 
Tennessee in Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. Co. v. 
Dunscomb (69 S. W. 345), based upon a respectable 
array of authorities. 

Thus in the case of Rawls v. Insurance Co., 27 N. Y. 
282, 84 Am. Dec. 280, Rawls had procured a policy for 
$5,000 on the life of Fish, payable to Rawls himself. 
Among other defenses, the company pleaded that 
Rawls had no insurable interest in the life of Fish, and 
that any debt due from Fish to Rawls had long since 
been barred by the statute. It was shown that Rawls 
had a valid debt when the policy was issued, and the 





court held: “Regarding the policy in this case ag gy, 
stantially a contract of indemnity against the loss of 
the plaintiff’s debt, and that, as an interest was ». 
quired to support its inception, a continuanc: of that 
interest is essential to its perpetuity, there is no pre. 
tense that the debt, or any part of it, had been paid, 
All that the case showed was that the statute 0/ limita. 
tions had apparently run against the deman:| of the 
plaintiff at the death of Fish. But suppose the statyt, 
had attached ; the interest of the plaintiff, as a creditor 
in the continuation of the life of his debtor, had no 
ceased entirely. The debt was not extinguished as jp 
a case of payment. It might be renewed by a new 
promise, and, indeed, without such promise, ani! be ep. 
forced by action, unless the defense of the statute was 
directly interposed. It is not a legal presumption that 
when the statute of limitations has once run the debtor 
will refuse to revive the debt by a new promise, or in- 
terpose the defense of the statute in an action to re. 
cover it.” A leading case upon the question is Dalby 
v. Assurance Co., 80 E. C. L. 364, where it is held that, 
“where a policy effected by a creditor on the life of 
his debtor is valid at the time it is entered into, the 
circumstances of the interest of the assured in such life 
ceasing before the death does not invalidate it.” This 
case is cited approvingly in Olmsted v. Keyes, 85 N. 
Y. 598. In Curtiss v. Insurance Co., 90 Cal. 249, 27 
Pac. 211, 25 Am. St. Rep. 114, it was contended that the 
claim of the creditor was barred by the statute of limi- 
tations at the time of the death of the debtor, and that 
therefore the creditor had no insurable interest, and 
could not recover. The court held: “A debt. even 
though not legally collectible, by reason of the bar of 
the statute, gives an insurable interest.” “The fact 
that the debtor may be armed with a legal defense 
against the creditor does not destroy the insurable in- 
terest of the latter in the life of the former. The 
debtor may be an infant, and yet the fact that the plea 
of infancy might be interposed would not make the 
life policy in favor of his creditors void. If the debt 
be barred by the statute of limitations it nevertheless 
constitutes an insurable interest.” Insurance Co. v. 
Hennessy, 39 C. C. A. 632, 99 Fed. 64. The same rule 
is stated with equal clearness in 1 May, Ins. (3d Ed.) 
section 108. 

But if we treat the policy as only a collateral se- 
curity ,and not the absolute propertv of the bank, what 
are the rights of the parties? “Whenever collateral 
security is given for a debt, the collateral will continue 
as a security until the debt is satisfied, unless both 
parties to the original contract agree to its surrender, 
or thepledgee in some other way discharges or releases 
it.” Coleb. Coll. Sec. (2d. Ed.) 191, and note, citing 
Williams v. Bank, 72 Md. 441, 20 Atl. 191. “The 
statute of-limitations, defeating simply the remedies 
upon a debt, does not operate, in law, as a discharge of 
the debt itself, which remains, so that, when negotiable 
instruments have been deposited as collateral security 
for the payment of a loan or debt, the pledgee is en- 
titled to retain possession of the same as against the 
pledgor, notwithstanding the statute of limitations 
might be pleaded to an action on the original debt. 
Id. 189, citing Choteau v. Allen, 70 Mo. 290. “Since 
statutes of limitation, except-in special cases, bar the 
remedy,merely,and do not destroy the right, it is a gen- 
erally accepted principle that where the security for a 
debt is a lien on property, real or personal, the fact that 
the right of action on the principal obligation is barred 
does not impair the remedy at law or in equity to en- 
force the lien to which a different limitation may be 
applicable. By analogy to the rule that, where a plain- 
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tiff has two remedies for the same right, the bar of one 
does not affect his right to exercise the other, a creditor 
may enforce his lien upon the security, although the 
yjrual eifect may be that he will enforce paymen of a 
parred obligation.” 19 Am. & Eng. Enc. Law (2d. 
fd.) 177. “The holder of a note, with whom col- 
laterals have been deposited, has, while the statute is 
running, two remedies—one against the maker by suit, 
the other against the collaterals. If he loses the first 
by lapse of time, he still has the second. He may not 
sue the maker, but he may exhaust the securities he 
holds in pledge ; for the statute operates, not upon his 
debt, but upon his right of action.” In re Hartranft’s 
Estate, 153 Pa. 530, 26 Atl. 104, 34 Am. St. Rep. 717. 
Suppose that debtor had sought to recover this policy 
from the bank on the ground that the debt for which 
it wasdeposited or pledged was barred by the statute of 
limitations ; could he have maintained such suit? We 
think not. 19 Am. & Eng. Enc. Law (2d. Ed.)178; 
Hudson v. Wilkinson, 61 Tex. 607. It is the familiar 
doctrine that though a debt may be barred by the lapse 
of sixyears,so that no personal judgment may betaken 
on it, a mortgage executed to secure such debt could 
still be enforced, and the same reasoning and rules 
apply as against any presumption of payment by the 
lapse of time: Payment of a debt may be presumed 
after the lapse of 16 years from its maturity. But this 
isa rebuttable presumption, and may be overcome “by 
any evidence tending to satisfy the court that the debt 
isstilidue. The condition of the debtor as to solvency 
or other circumstances may repel the presumption.” 
Stanley v. McKinzer, 7 Lea, 457; See also, Husky v. 
Maples, 2 Cold. 25, 88 Am. Dec. 588; Yarnell v. Moore, 
3 Cold, 173; Lyon v. Guild, 5 Heisk, 175; Carter v. 
Wolfe, 1 Heisk, 700; Fisher v. Philips, 4 Baxt. 243; An- 
derson v. Settle, 5 Sneed, 202. 


THE ABOLITION OF BREACH OF PROMISE 
SUITS. 


Mr. Samuel W. Cooper, of the Philadelphia Bar, in 
his recent address before the Pennsylvania Bar Asso- 
ciation, has aptly touched upon a subject with respect 
to which Continental jurists can, with some show of 
reason, urge the superiority of the civil law system 
over that in vogue in English speaking countries. As 
the speaker pointed out, when breach of promise suits 
were first brought in England, between 200 and 300 
years ago, the right to recover damages was finally 
confirmed only when actual pecuniary loss on the part 
of the plaintiff was proved. Sympathy for injured 
womankind has caused much greater latitude to be 
given in later years. Under the Roman law no action 
could lie for this cause, and in France, Italy, Holland, 
Austria and the other Continental countries where the 
influence of the Roman jurisprudence is still strongly 
felt, damages can be obtained now only by proof of 
pecuniary injury. Alienation of affections suits are on 
practically the same footing. 

Adopting the civil law argument, Mr. Cooper takes 
the ground that no court or jury is competent to decide 
when a man or woman is justified in breaking a prom- 
ise of marriage. “Is there anyone,” he asks, “who can 
decide this point so well as the person who is con- 
fronted with the unpleasant position of marriage with 
some one unloved? If one be sincere in the breaking of 
a promise, surely it is well that it is broken.” In fine, 
there should be a locus poenitentiae. Regarding suits 
for the alienation of affections, Mr. Cooper contends 
that they are never brought against the person who 














husband or wife proves faithless, not he or she, but the 
third person who has shared his or her guilt, is held 
responsible. This appears to Mr. Cooper a plain in- 
justice. He contends in reference to cases of this 
kind also that no court or jury is competent to decide 
the amount of sustained damages. He urges further 
that the woman who “will go into court and expose her 
dead courtship to the public gaze,” or the husband who 
sues for alienation of affections, desecrates the mar- 
riage relation by bringing it into public contempt and 
proves that he or she is unfit to be a party to it. 

We certainly concur with Mr. Cooper in the belief 
that the plaintiff in such actions must be an individual 
lost to all sense of decency, and should be ostracized 
accordingly. What must be the nature of a man or 
woman, we have often wondered, who would come 
into court, asking that a jury appraise the value of his 
or her most sacred affections. Imagine, if you will, the 
mental make-up of one who is capable of saying: “I 
have given this woman the best and truest love of 
which I am capable. That love has been betrayed and 
exists no longer. What’s it worth?” 

Or if we regard the damages in such proceedings 
as being logically for the loss of that affection, which 
the frailer partner bore to the other, then what, it may 
be asked, can be too low a valuation for a love which 
has not borne the test. Off hand we should say that 
any trial judge who fails to set aside a verdict of over 
six cents, as excessive should delegate his powers when 
such cases come up on the calendar. 

A short time ago in New York City an individual 
actually placed a price upon his wife’s honor by suing 
for fraud a former friend who had induced him to 
marry by falsely representing that his future consort 
was chaste. A substantial verdict was recovered, too, 
which was affirmed on appeal. 

Kindly bear in mind, reader, that this was in the 
courts of a State which two months ago denied to a 
woman any redress against a concern which, outraging 
every feeling of delicacy and propriety, was sowing her 
picture broadcast as an advertisement for their mer- 
chandise. 

While the principle under which marriage is prac- 
tically reduced to the level of an agreement to sell and 
deliver a thousand bricks, still exists, of course breach 
of promise suits will continue to be as logical an out- 
come as actions based on the violation of any other 
contract. At the same time, both in such cases and in 
actions for alienation of affections, actual pecuniary 
damages should be kept in mind, and if such are not 
shown to exist, then only a nominal verdict should be 
allowed to stand. 


THE RETIREMENT OF JUSTICE GRAY. 











As this issue goes to press we learn that the President 
has received and accepted the resignation of Mr. Justice 
Horace Gray, of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
the latter retiring on his full salary of $10,000. 

Oliver Wendell Holmes, Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of Massachusetts, has been appointed to fill the va- 
cancy. 

The ex-Justice has not been on the bench since he was 
stricken with paralysis last January, and his resignation has 
been expected for several months. 

Justice Gray has been on the Supreme Court bench 
longer than any of his associates now there except Justice 
Harlan. Inasmuch as he was appointed from Massachusetts, 
it was deemed fitting that the leading jurist of that State 
should succeed him. 





may fairly be assumed to have been most guilty. Ifa 
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Mr. Justice Gray had been an Associate Justice of the 
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Supreme Court of. the United States since Dec. 19, 1881, hav- 
ing been appointed by President Arthur. He was born in 
Boston in 1828, graduated from Harvard in 1845 and took his 
degree in 1849. He was admitted to the bar in 1851. 

From 1854 to 1861 he was reporter to the Supreme Judicial 
Court of Massachusetts, and he was Associate Justice of that 
court from 1864 to 1873, when he was made Chief Justice. 
This position he held until elevated to the bench of the United 
States Supreme Court. 

The successor to Justice Gray is the only son of Dr. Oliver 
Wendell Holmes. He was born in Boston in 1845 and was 
graduated from Harvard in 1861. In that year he entered 
the national service as a lieutenant in the Twentieth Massa- 
chusetts Infantry. He was severely wounded at Ball’s Bluff, 
at Antietam and at the second battle of Fredericksburg. 

He was mustered out with the rank of captain in June, 
1864. A commission as lieutenant colonel was offered him, 
but he declined it. Returning to his home, he entered the 
Harvard law school, and in 1866 he was admitted to the bar 
and began the practice of law in Boston. 

In 1870 he became editor of the “American Law Review,” 
and in 1873 he resumed law practice by joining the firm of 
Shattuck, Holmes & Munroe. He was appointed professor 
of law at the Harvard law school in 1882, and in the same 
year was made a Justice of the Supreme Court of that State, 

Before he ascended the bench he had made a national 
reputation in a masterful edition of “Kent’s Commentaries.” 
He is the author of “The Common Law” and of numerous 
articles and lectures, and is a man of great eloquence. 








DOES THE PLACING OF TELEPHONE POLES IN A PUB- 
LIC STREET IMPOSE AN ADDITIONAL SERVITUDE 
OR BURDEN? 





In Donovan v. Allert (91 N. W. 441) the Supreme Court 
of North Dakota on June 3 proceeded to pass upon the above 
question. It was shown that plaintiff was the oWner in fee of 
the street, to the centre thereof, except as conveyed to the 
public for street purposes. He applied for and was held 
entitled to an injunction restraining the erection of telephone 
poles. “The primary use of a street or highway,” says Mor- 

‘gan, J., “is confined to travel for transportation. Whatever 
the means used, the object to be attained is passage over the 
territory embraced within the limits of the street. Whether 
as a pedestrian, or on a bicycle, or in a vehicle drawn by 
horses or other animals, or in a vehicle propelled by elec- 
tricity, or in a car drawn by horses or moved by electricity, 
the object to be gained is moving from place to place. The 
same idea is expressed by courts and text writers, that ‘mo- 
tion is the primary idea of the use of the street.’ The de- 
fendants claim that the use of the street for telephone poles 
is within the use contemplated, as it facilitates the transmis- 
sion of intelligence, and makes intercommunicaton between 
persons possible without the use of the street, and thus lessens 
travel by persons on the streets, and thereby renders travel 
thereon free from the annoyance and inconvenience of 
crowded streets. There is force in the contention, and sev- 
eral courts have adopted the view that the use of poles for 
such purposes is within the purpose of the original dedication, 
and therefore not a new use nor an additional burden on the 
street, because such use pertains to travel on the street. 
That it lessens travel on the street is admitted. That, how- 
ever, is hardly the test. The question is, does it lessen travel 
on the street by such means as cause a permanent obstruction 
of the street for a purpose not within the original dedica- 
tion? The plaintiff is entitled to free access to his house, 
and to light and air for his house, without obstruction. If, 
for any public purpose inconsistent with the grant to the pub- 
lic of the use of the street, the street is obstructed in front 
of his lot abutting on such street, such use entitles him to 
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compensation. If within the original purpose, and he jg not 
obstructed in gaining access to his lot or building. anq not 
deprived of light or air, he is not entitled to relef or to com. 
pensation. The city had the right to authorize the Cefendant 
to construct a telephone system in the manner described, jf 
it did not infringe upon any of the property rights of the 
plaintiff to the street by virtue of his ownership of the Igt 
Neither the city council nor the legislature could deprive the 
plaintiff of compensation for his property rights in such lot, ¢ 
the telephone poles set thereon are not a use of the street, 
within the purposes for which the easement was originally 
conveyed to the public. The legislature cannot deprive the 
plaintiff of his property rights without his consent aud witp. 
out compensation. The constitution prohibits such taking 
or damaging of his property, even for public purposes, withoyt 
first procuring his consent or first compensating him. The 
legislature may authorize the use of the easement of the pub 
lic in the street, but not to the damage of the owners of reaj 
estate fronting on such street, unless condemnation or cop. 
sent or compensation is first made or given. The streets of 
said city were given to the public for public use. What is 
understood by ‘public use?’ The primary intention and idea 
of the use of the street was for travel—moving from place to 
place in any way that does not interfere with the use of the 
street for travel in any other way. The manner or mode of 
travel is not restricted to those known or in use at the time of 
the dedication, but may be those modes of travel that are the 
result of modern inventions. The new modes of travel must 
not interfere with the property rights of the abutting owner, 
nor with the use of the street in all other ways by the public, 
as contemplated or existing at the time of the dedication or 
later. The fact that the statute designates the telephone as 
a public use does not authorize the use of the streets by it 
without restriction. If the use of the telephone on the streets 
interferes with travel, or is inconsistent with the use of the 
streets for travel, as originally dedicated, or is injurious to the 
property rights of abutting owners, the legislature may author- 
ize it to be placed on the streets, but cannot in any manner 
deprive the abutting owner of his personal rights, nor de 


prive him of the rght to compel payment for the use or dam- 
age of his property.” 


The courts have frequently passed upon the question 
whether the use of the streets for telephone purposes is an 
additional servitude or burden to that understood as a proper 
street use. Those holding that it is not a street use, in its 
proper acceptation, are: In Krueger v. Telephone Co. (Wis.) 
81 N. W. 1041, 50 L. R. A. 298, that court says: “A street may 
subsist, and the lot owner have the complete use of his adja- 
cent property. Not so if a portion of the street has been per- 
manently taken for poles or other necessary structures for a 
telegraph or telephone line. No one doubts but that private 
rights are affected by the construction and maintenance of 
such a line in a way entirely different from the ordinary use 
of the highway. Nor is there room to dispute the fact that 
such construction constitutes a permanent occupancy of the 
land, independent of the public use. This occupancy being 
for the direct benefit of private corporations, and only for the 
indirect benefit of the public, how can it be said, with any 
show of justice, that when land is condemned for a street the 
public must not only pay for its use, but also for the use of 
such quasi public corporations as the legislature have given 
tae power to use the highway?” In Eeels v. Telegraph C., 143 
N. Y. 133, 38 N. E. 202, 25 L. R. A. 640, that court said, ina 
case involving the use of a rural highway: “We cannot agree 
that this permanent appropriation and exclusive possession 
of a small portion of the highway can properly be ‘regarded as 
a newly discovered method of exercising the old public ease 
ment, for the very reason that this so-called new method is & 
permanent, continuous and exclusive use and possession of 





some part of the public highway itself, and therefore cannot 
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be simply a new method of exercising such old public ease- 
ment. It is a totally distinct and different kind of use from 
any hertofore known. It is not a mere difference in the kind 
of vehicle, or in their number or capacity, or in the manner, 
method or means of locomotion. * * * Here, however, in 
the use of the highway by the defendant is the fact of per- 
manent and exclusive appropriation and possession—a fact 
which is, as it seems to us, wholly at war with that of the 
legitimate public easement in a highway.” In Telegraph Co. 
y, Barnett, 107 Ill. 507, 47 Am. Rep. 453, that court said: “In 
the same sense the construction of a line of telegraph on the 
highway is an additional servitude to which the fee of the 
jand had not been before subjected. The servitude differs 
more in degree than in character, and, whether the damages 
are great or small, the corporation asking for or appropriating 
to itself the benefit of such new servitude must make just 
compensation to the owner of the fee.” In Telephone Co. v. 
Mackenzie, 74 Md. 36, 21 Atl. 690, 28 Am. St. Rep. 219, the 
court said: “To what extent, then, does the statute justify 
the action of the appellant, and protect it from liability? The 
planting of a telegraph or telephone pole in a highway or 
street is not a public nuisance, because the legislature has de- 
clared that it shall not be, but the General Assembly was 
powerless to subject the reversionary interest in the bed of 
such highway or street to an additional servitude without 
making appropriate provision for just compensation to the 
owner.” In Jaynes v. Railroad Co., (Neb.) 74 N. W. 67, 39 
L. R. A. 751, that court said: “It is very generally held that 
telegraph and telephone poles in city streets or rural high- 


ways entitle the abutting property owner to compensation. 
* * *The principle upon which all these cases rest is the 


sound one that the highway or street is dedicated to the pub- 
lic to pass and repass thereon, and that the erection of poles 
in the streets by the telephone or telegraph companies is a 
permanent and exclusive occupation of the streets by such 
companies, to the continued exclusion of the remainder of the 
public, and to that extent is a continued obstruction of the 
street.” In Telegraph Co. v. Smith (Md.) 18 Atl. 910, 7 L. R. 
A. 200, that court said: “A teregraph or telephone company 
is subject to the provisions of Const. Md. art. 3, sec. 40, which 
provides that private property shall not be taken for public 
use without just compensation; and the averment in a bill for 
injunction that such a company is proceeding or threatens to 
proceed to construct its lines of poles and wires over com- 
plainant’s land without his leave, and Without paying or ten- 
dering him compensation, is sufficient to entitle him to an in- 
junction.” In Telegraph Co. v. Williams, (Va.) 11 S. E. 109, 
8 L. R. A. 429, 19 Am. St. Rep. 908, that court said: “It is 
true that the use of a telegraph company is a public use. 
That company is a public corporation, as to which the public 
has rights which the law will enforce, but these public rights 
can only be obtained by paying for them. The use, while in 
one, sense public, is not for the public generally. It is for 
the private profit of the corporation. * * * There is no 
Treason in law or in common justice why it should not pay for 
what it needs in the prosecution of its business.” In Stowers 
v. Cable Co., (Miss.) 9 South, 356, 12 L. R. A. 864, 24 Am. St. 
Rep. 290, that court said: “A city cannot grant to a telegraph 
company the right to erect its line along a public street with- 
out first making compesation to the abutting property 
Owners, since the line is an additional burden.” In Broome 
v. Telephone Co., (N. J. Ch.) 7 Atl. 851, it is said that “it is 
enough to say on that head that it does not appear that the 
Toad board had any power to authorize any one to set up poles 
in the land of the highway and thus subject the land 
to an additional servitude besides that for which 
it was condemned.” In Halsey v. Railway Co., 47 N. J. Eq. 
380, 20 Atl. 859, the court said: “And this principle exhibits 
in a very clear light the reason why it has been held that the 
Placing of telegraph and telephone poles in a street imposes 


in the street to aid the public in exercising their right of free 


passage, nor to facilitate the use of the street as a public way, 
but to aid in the transmission of intelligence.” In Metropoli- 


tan Tel. & Tel. Co. v. Colwell Lead Co., 67 How. Prac. 365, 
that court said: “I am clearly of the opinion that such a use 
of the street is not a street use, and does not come within the 
terms of the trust upon which the city holds the fee, and that, 
so far as the rights of the abutting owners are involved, the 
legislature has no power to authorize plaintiffs to use the 
street for such purpose.” Joyce, Electric Law, sec. 321, says: 
“After a careful examination of the cases in which this ques- 
tion has arisen, and of the many thorough discussions coa- 
tained in the opinions of such Cases, and of the rules of law 
applicable thereto, we are of the opinion that the construc- 
tion of telegraph and telephone lines upon the highways or 
streets is not within the original purposes of the dedication 
or taking of the same, and that the poles and wires constitute 
an additional servitude entitling the original owner to com- 
pensation.” 2 Dill. Mun. Corp., sec. 698a: “On the whole, 
the safer and perhaps sounder view is that such a use of the 
street or highway, attended as it may be, especially in cities, 
with serious damage and inconvenience to the abutting owner, 
is not a street or highway use proper, and hence entitles 
such owner to compensation for such use, or for any actual 
injury to his property caused by poles and lines of wire placed 
in rront thereof.” Lewis, Em. Dom., says: “The lines of a 
telegraph or telephone company are on the same footing as the 
steam railroad. They form no part of the equipment of a 
public highway, but are entirely foreign to its use. Where 
the fee of the street is in the abutting owner, he is clearly 
entitled to compensation for the additional burden placed on 
the land.” Elliott on Roads and Streets says: “We are in- 
clined to the opinion that such a use constitutes a new burden 
for which the owner of the fee is entitled to compensation.” 
Croswell on the Law of Electricity (section 110) says: “The 
use of the highways, however, for the transmission of intelli- 
gence, is a use wholly different from public travel. Inci- 
dentally, no doubt, it affects somewhat similar objects. 
* = © ‘The nature of the use, however, is essentially dif- 
ferent, and the courts have generally recognized this differ- 
ence.” See, also, as favoring the same principles, Cable Co. 
v. Irvine, (C. C.) 49 Fed. 113; Daily v. State, 51 Ohio St. 348, 
37 N. B. 710, 24 L. R. A. 724, 46 Am. St. Rep. 578; Cable Co. v. 
Eaton, 170 Ill. 513, 49 N. E. 365, L. R. A. 722, 62 Am. St. Rep. 
390. ‘he following cases are authority for a doctrine directly 
the reverse of that enunciated in the cases and text-books 
c.ced: People v. Eaton, 100 Mich. 208, 59 N. W. 145, 24 L. R. 

. 721: Pierce v. Drew, 136 Mass. 75, 49 Am. Rep. 7; Cater v. 
wxenange Co., 60 Minn. 539, 63 N. W. 111, 28 L. R. A. 310, 51 
Am. St. «ep. 543; Julia Bldg. Ass’n v. Bell Tel. Co., 88 Mo. 258, 
57 Am. Rep. 398; Hershfield v. Telephone Co., 12 Mont. 102, 
29 Pac. 883; Magee v. Overshiner (Ind. Sup.), 49 N. E. 951, 
40 L. R. A. 370, 65 Am. St. Rep. 358. 








ARE THE FEDERAL COURTS SEPARATE TRIBUNALS OR 
MERELY BRANCHES OF THE SUPREME COURT? 





A bill introduced in the United States House of Repre- 
sentatives on June 27 by Hon. Henry M. Goldfogle, M. C., de- 
serves careful attention and favorable consideration. Ac- 
cording to the terms of the proposed act, any attorney and 


counselor duly admitted by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to practice tuerein shall be permitted to practice in 


any District or Circuit Courts of the United States upon filing 
with the clerk of the latter court his certificate of admission 
to the Supreme Court. 

It is distinctly provided that “nothing herein contained 
shall take away from any District or Circuit Court the right 
to suspend or remove any attorney or counselor from prac- 
tice in such court, in the cases where such suspension or re- 
moval may now be made.” 





an additional servitude upon the land. They are not placed 


It has always seemed to us a somewhat peculiar 
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state of affairs whem it is necessary to make a separate motion 
for admission to each of the District and Circuit Courts of the 
United States. Take the New York City attorney, for ex- 
ample. Before he can practice in the Federal Courts located 
in his city (which happens to be in two Federal districts) four 
separate and distinct motions must be made. 


sensical. In fact, we question whether it would not be better 











to go further and provide that admission to any Circuit Court 























The Taxation 






Since the days when Cyrenius was governor of the 
Roman Province of Judea, and “there went out a de- 
cree from Caesar Augustus that all the world should 
be taxed,” the question of taxation has been an ever- 
present and a vexing one—a question which wise men 
and professors of political economy have seen fit to 
divide and sub-divide, and about which they have 
formulated a number of very dry and uninteresting 
axioms proving or assuming, among other things, that 
every form of taxation is either a tax on rent, wages 
or profits. 

In the meanwhile the world has groaned under the 
burden of taxation, wars have been fought on account 
of it, and everybody everywhere dislikes the very men- 
tion of the subject; most men seem not averse to es- 
caping from payment on any kind of terms, and some 
are accused of resorting to deception and concealment 
in order to evade the payment. 

The greatest difficulty has always and everywhere 
been experienced in the assessment of the intangibles. 

Within a generation vast fortunes have been made 
and vast wealth has been invested in the capitalization 
of joint stock companies, engaged in supplying or fur- 
nishing public utilities—quasi public corporations, in 
which the public is directly interested as a user of the 
thing supplied. Such a corporation secures usually by 
municipal ordinances a right or franchise to furnish 
the inhabitants of a city water, light or power, or 
means of communication or transportation within the 
city for a period of years. In most cases coupled with 
the franchise is the right to use portions of the public 
Streets to carry on the business. As the population of 
the city increases this right or contract becomes more 
and more a thing of value. In many instances the 
company owning the franchise builds up by the aid of 
fortuitous circumstances a practical monopoly of an 
ever-increasing business. This franchise, although 
an intangible thing, is property—personal property, 
oftentimes of immense value. 

How shall it be taxed in fairness to its owner and 
in justice to the States? To value it higher than other 
forms of property, that is, at a rate of valuation higher 
in proportion to its actual value than other forms of 
property, would be confiscation. Local prejudice 
growing out of complaints on account of the kind or 
quality of public service rendered ought not to be per- 
mitted to affect the valuation. Clearly the franchise 
enjoyed ought to be valued in the same manner as 

other forms of property are valued for purposes of 
taxation. 

Mr. Cooley, in his work on taxation fifteen years 
ago, thought that a tax on a corporation franchise 
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might or might not be a just or wise thing. He ar- 
gued that if the business is one of which the corpora- 
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in the United States will ipso facto constitute admission to power 
every other Circuit and District Court. However, Mr. Goig. franchi 
fogle’s bill does very well as a “starter.” from tt 

Our present system is nothing more or less than a gyp the cle 
vival of times when each court was deemed a separaic entity So 
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tions have a monopoly, a tax on their franchise, how- bind 
ever heavy, would not be burdensome, because in the alter 

end the community at large would pay it in the in- cont 


creased cost of the service. On the other hand, he 
thought it ought not to be taxed if the business in 
which the company was engaged was open to com- 
petition by individuals, such, for instance, as a trading 
corporation with an individual competitor engaged in 


cou 
the same business, because it seemed unreasonable to pet 
give the individual an advantage in competition. of | 
The question of the taxation of franchises cannot anc 
be said to be a new question, but it is receiving more wil 
attention at present than it has in the past. In the lav 
case of San Jose Gas Co. v. January, 57 Cal. 614, it was tee 
held to be a part of the fundamental law of the State na 
that corporation franchises are property, and may be pa 
taxed in some method in proportion to value. co 
There are manifestly two kinds of a tax on fran- lo 
chises. One is a tax in the form of a percentage upon st 
the capital stock of a company laid upon the right Il 
which the corporation has to exist as a corporation. S 
This is somewhat in the nature of a privilege or li- t! 
cense tax and applies to all forms of corporations or- 
ganized for profit. Such is the New York franchise 
tax provided for by a recent act of assembly. But 
aside from this nominal franchise tax, the claim is 


made that these public or quasi public service corpora- 
tions stand upon a different footing and their franchise 
should be taxed as property itself. The Supreme 
Court of Illinois, by a recent decision, has made an im- 
portant contribution to the law of the taxation of fran- 
chises. In this case the court lays down the rule as to 
the proper method of determining the value of the 
franchise of a public utility corporation; but the im- 
portance of the decision lies in the fact that the court 
goes further than courts have heretofore gone in the 
direction of controlling by mandamus the action of as- 
sessors and boards of review. 

The Illinois Legislature a few years ago created a 
State Board of Assessment and Review, which super- 
sedes the old State Board of Equalization, and to 
which many additional powers were granted. Com- 
plaints, however, have been made ever since the new 
law went into operation, that the officers comprising 
the board were as much susceptible to local influence 
and especially to the influence of the agents of wealthy 
corporations as were the local assessors and the Board 
of Equalization uader the old law. There has been, it 
is true, a remarkable increase in the returns and the 
valuation of all forms of personal property, but there 
has been experienced the same difficulty as before with 
reference to the intangible property of wealthy corpo- 
rations. 


It seems that the constitution of Illinois provides 
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in a general way that the legislature “shall have the 

wer to tax persons or corporations owning or using 
franchises and privileges, in such manner as it shall 
from time to time direct by general law, uniform as to 
the class upon which it operates.” 

So that as long ago as 1870, when the constitution 
was os Illinois began to make provisions for the 
taxation of franchises. By an act passed in 1899 the 
legislature of that State required that the capital stock 
of all companies “shall be so valued by the State Board 
of Equalization as to ascertain and determine respect- 
ively the fair cash value of such capital stock, including 
the franchise, over and above the assessed value of the 
tangible property of such company,” and that the board 
shall adopt such rules and principles for ascertaining 
the fair cash value of such capital stock, as to it may 
seem equitable and just, and that such rules when so 
adopted, if not inconsistent with the act, shall be as 
binding as if contained in the act, subject to change or 
alteration or amendment by said board. The act also 
contains a provision that the shares of capital stock of 
such companies shall not be assessed or taxed in the 
State, that is, to the shareholders. 

One Catherine Goggin, a schoolmistress of the city 
of Chicago, induced the State’s attorney of Sangamon 
county, where the State capitol is situated, to file a 
petition in the Circuit Court of that county for a writ 
of mandamus against the State Board of Equalization 
and the members thereof to coerce said board forth- 
with to value and assess, in the manner providéd by 
law, the capital stock, including the franchises of thir- 
teen public service corporations. In the corporations 
named there was a gaslight company, a telephone com- 
pany, an electric light company, and ten street railway 
companies. The petition alleged that they were ail 
located in and had tangible and intangible property 
subject to assessment and taxation in Cook county, 
Iil.; that the fair cash value of the capital stock, in- 
cluding franchises of said corporations, over and above 
the assessed value of their tangible property, aggre- 
gated the sum of $235,000,000, and that said board and 
the members thereof had refused to value and assess 





said capital stock, including franchises, as provided by 
law, and intended as heretofore not to value or assess 
said capital stock, including the franchises, upon a 
basis of fair cash value thereof. The trial was had 
before the court and a judgment rendered against the 
respondents, awarding the writ as prayed for. 

_ On appeal it was contended that the action and 
judgment of the State Board of Equalization, with re- 
spect to the existence or value of the property of the 
corporations in question, was not subject to review by 
the court. It was also contended that the respondents 
were not in default at the time the petition was filed; 
that the State Board of Equalization was then in ses- 
sion and had the entire session in which to make the 
assessment in question, and that the petition for man- 
damus was therefore prematurely filed. It was also 
contended that the court should have declined to grant 
the writ, because it appeared at the hearing that the 
State Board of Equalization had adjourned its annual 
session, and that the writ would be wholly without re- 
sults, as the court would be powerless to enforce obedi- 
ence thereto. 

Here was a suit brought in the name of the State 
upon the relations of an individual who started out as a 
reformer to discover why it was that the public schools 
of the city of Chicago were compelled to close several 
months too soon each year on account of the deficiency 
of the taxes levied for school purposes. 


to assess some of the thirteen corporations in any sum 
whatever upon their capital stock and franchises, and 
that as to seven of said corporations at an amount so 
low as to amount in law to a fraudulent valuation and 
assessment, and therefore to no assessment at all. 

Some of the school teachers of Chicago formed an 
association known as the Chicago Teachers’ Federa- 
tion, and prior to the commencement of the suit ad- 
dressed a communication to the State Board of Equali- 
zation, presenting to the board a memorandum of in- 
formation compiled by a committee. The communica- 
tion set out that a large number of corporations, nam- 
ing them, paid on taxes on capital stock for last year 
and requested the board to value and assess the capital 
stock and franchises of said companies in the manner 
provided by law. 

It appeared in evidence that the said Catherine 
Goggin, as a representative of the Chicago Teachers’ 
Federation, had frequently pointed out to the board 
that the assessment of said corporations as made for 
previous years permitted said corporations to escape 
taxation on their capital stock and franchises, and 
urged upon the board that the same be assessed for 
the current year. It appeared further that the relators 
had collected and offered for submission to the State 
board information with reference to the value of the 
capital stock and franchises of said corporations. 

The court said: “We have repeatedly held that an 
assessment may be impeached on the ground that 
property has been fraudulently assessed at too high a 
rate.” And in the case of Hotel Co. v. Lieb, 83 Lil. 
602, the same court had held that where the valuation 
is so grossly out of the way as to show that the asses- 
sor could not have been honest in his valuation it is 
accepted as evidence of a fraud upon his part against 
the taxpayer, and the court will interpose. This case 
was noted and also the case of Railroad Co. v. Cole, 75 
Ill. sor, where it was held that “Valuations must be 
the result of honest judgment, and not of mere will,” 
and the court says, “The converse of the proposition 
must be true, and an assessment may be impeached 
where the assessment has been fraudulently made at 
too low a rate.” 

The Supreme Court held that the State Board of 
Equalization, in assessing the capital stock and fran- 
chises of corporations, does not act as a board of re- 
view, but as an original assessor, and the duty resting 
upon said board to value and assess the fair cash value 
of the capital stock, including the franchises, when 
omitted or evaded may be enforced by mandamus. 

The court apparently brushes aside the theory that 
because the State Board of Equalization in fixing the 
value of corporate property for the purpose of taxation 
is quasi judicial in its nature, its action may not be sub- 
ject to mandamus. And they say “when it is apparent 
to the court that every well known rule for the valu- 
aticn of captal stock, including franchises, has been 
vio'ated avd arbitrarily disregarded by the board. and 
cuch board has refused to consider the statements as 
to values prepared by the assessors, uncer the statute 
for its use, and has refused to consider information as 
to the value of such corporate property submitted to it 
by interested parties, and has arbitrarily fixed such as- 
sessments at a grossly inadequate sum under rules 
passed by it for the occasion, the court is justified in 
holding that fraud in the making of such assessments 
has been established, and such pretended assessments 
may be properly disregarded and treated as no assess- 
ments, and such board be coerced by the writ of man- 





The petitioners contended that the board had failed 





damus to assess such property.” 
The court held that where the duty sought to be en- 
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forced is of a public nature, affecting the people at 
large, and there is no one especially empowered to de- 
mand its performance, there is no necessity for a de- 
mand and a refusal. The law requiring the duty 
stands as a continual demand, and that the duty being 
a continual one may be enforced against the officers 
generally and their successors. 

The court also approves the action of the trial court 
in declaring what was a proper rule and method for 
the Board of Equalization to use in estimating the 
value of the capital stock and franchises of such corpo- 
rations. The rule which they approve as stated by the 
trial court is as follows: 

“The court holds that in making the assessment of 
the capital stock of corporations, including the fran- 
chise, it is proper for the board to add the market or 
fair cash value of the shares of stock, and the market or 
fair cash value of the debt of the corporation, exclud- 
ing the indebtedness for current expenses, and to take 
the aggregate amount so ascertained as the fair cash 
value of the capital stock, including the franchise, and 
to take therefrom the equalized or assessed valuation 
of the tangible property of the corporation, and one- 
fiith of the remainder would be the net assessed valu- 
ation of the capital stock of such corporation, including 
the franchise, over and above the assessment of its 
tangible property.” Under the Illinois tax laws prop- 
erty is assessed at one-fifth its actual value. 

It appeared in evidence that after the mandamus 
proceedings were commenced and before the hearing 
the State Board of Equalization sought to change its 
rule for the valuation of the capital stock and fran- 
chises of such corporations and adopted a new rule 
providing that the capital stock of such companies 
should be valued as an entirety, “due consideration be- 
ing given to the following propositions: First, to the 
character and duration of the franchise of said com- 
pany. Second, to the amount of the contribution (if 
any), demanded of and paid by said company, under 
the provisions of any contract or ordinance, to any 
municipality, as compensation for the use of its fran- 
chise privileges. Third, the highest and lowest quota- 
tions of the shares of stock of said company during the 
twelve months preceding the date of assessment, and 
the number of shares of stock sold at such quotations. 
Fourth, any other fact or condition or circumstance 
that will assist in arriving at a just, fair cash value of 
said capital stock.” 

The court held that the rules adopted were im- 
proper because they entirely eliminated from consid- 
eration the indebtedness of the corporations and that 
the element of indebtedness must be taken into con- 
sideration in order to ascertain the cash valve of the 
capital stock, including the franchise ; that the amount 
paid to any municipality as compensation for the use 
of its franchise privileges should not be taken into con- 
sideration because such outlay is but a current expense 
and ought not to be considered in determining the 
question of value any more than the items oi interest 
or labor. 

But the importance of the decision lies in the fact 
that the court decides that it can control to such ex- 
tent the action of assessors by mandamus proceedings. 

And it may be fairly assumed that if the action of 
assessors can be thus the subject of control by man- 
damus to coerce them to assess the capital stock and 
franchises of a corporation, on principle, the aid of the 
courts could be invoked to compel an assessor to prop- 
erly value and assess the property of an individuai. 

The rule laid down by the court for properly assess- 
ing the true value of the capital stock and franchise 
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of a corporation is upheld by the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the tax cases 92 U. S., 575. 

The Illinois court in the opinion refers to the fag 
that the aggregate value of the capital stock and jp. 
debtedness of one of the thirteen companies over ang 
above its tangible property was about $50,000,000; ang 
it should have gone on the assessment rolls at aboy 
$10,000,000, while the State board had Msessed it 
$450,000—something like nine millions less than jt 
should have been assessed. 

An item in a Chicago newspaper soon after the de. 
cision stated that the members of the board of assess. 
ment and review had been very much astonished } 
the appearance before it of the attorney of one of the 
thirteen companies who requested the board to place 
the aggregate value of the company represented } 
him at $39,000,000 and this would be satisfactory to his 
client and would prevent any further appeal and liti- 
gation. Catherine Gaggin must have gone to her 
schoolroom after reading this item in her morning 
paper feeling that the labors of her committee of 
teachers had certainly borne ample fruit. 

So much has been said in a general way about the 
franchise tax law wof New York that a reference to its 
provisions may not be inappropriate here. 

The law was passed in 1896. Under its provisions 
every domestic corporation pays an “organization tax” 
of one-eighth of one per cent. on its capital stock. 
Foreign corporations pay a “license tax” of one-vighth 
of one per cent. for the privilege of exercising their 
franchise. 

In addition, every corporation organized under 
New York laws must annually pay a tax, to be com- 
puted upon the amount of its capital stock used within 
the State, of one-fourth of a mill per centum of the 
dividends made and declared upon its capital stock 
every year, if the dividend amount to or exceed 6 per 
cent. upon the par value of the stock; if less, then at 
the rate of one-half mill per centum upon such portion 
of the capital stock at par, as the amount of capital 
stock employed within the State bears to the entire 
capital stock. If no dividends are declared the tax is 
one and one-half mills upon each dollar of appraised 
capital employed within the State. 

Then there is an additional franchise tax upon 
“transportation” and “transmission” companies, in- 
cluding steam surface railways, canal, steamboat, 
ferry, express, navigation, pipe line, transfer, baggage 
express, telegraph, telephone, palace or sleeping car 
companies, which must each pay for the privilege of 
exercising its corporation franchise, or carrying on its 
business in such organized capacity an annual excise 
tax or license fee equal to five-tenths of one per 
centum upon its gross earnings within the State, on 
business originating and terminating within the State. 

Elevated or surface roads not operated by steam, 
one per cent. upon gross earnings from all sources 
within the State, and three per cent. upon the amount 
of dividend in excess of four per cent. upon the actual 
paid up capital stock. j 

There is also a franchise tax on companies operat- 
ing waterworks, gas, electric lighting and heating, at 
the rate of five-tenths of one per centum annually 
upon the gross earnings and three per centum on 
amount of dividend of four per cent. 

Insurance companies must pay an annual tax of 
five-tenths of’ one per cent. on the gross amount of 
premiums received; and foreign bankers one-half of 
one per centum on business done in the State. 

It would seem that the New York tax is largely im 
the nature of license or privilege taxes, and in addi- 
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tion to such a tax the franchise of the company, even 
in that State, might be assessed as personal property, 
in the same manner authorized by the decision in the 
Illinois case. 

‘In the case of Commonwealth of Kentucky vs. 
Henderson Bridge Company, 166 U. S., 150, it is held 
that a State tax on the intangible property of a com- 
pany chartered by the State and maintaining a bridge 
over a river on the state boundary is not an unconsti- 
tutional burden on interstate commerce, and that the 
right of the State to levysuch tax is notdefeated by the 
fact that he company had obtained from another State 
the privilege of extending its bridge from the boundary 
of the State, and had acquired from Congress the 
privilege of maintaining the bridge across a navigable 
stream. 

In the case of Adams Express Company vs. Ohio 
State Auditor, 166 U. S., 185, Mr. Justice Brewer de- 
livered the opinion and in discussing this question 
says: 

“In the complex civilization of to-day a large por- 
tion of the wealth of a community consists in in- 
tangible property, and there is nothing in the nature of 
things or in the limitations of the Federal Constitu- 
tion which restrains a state from taxing at its real 
value such intangible property. Take the simplest 
illustration: B,a solvent man, purchases from A cer- 
tain property, and gives to A his promise to pay, say, 
$100,000 therefor. Such promise may or may not be 
evidenced by a note or other written instrument. The 
property conveyed to B may or may not be of the 
value of $100,000. If there be nothing in the way of 
fraud or misrepresentation to invalidate that transac- 
tion, there exists a legal promise on the part of B to 
pay to A $100,000. That promise is a part of A’s 
property. It is something of value, something on 
which he will receive cash, and which he can sell in 
the markets of the community for cash. It is as cer- 
tainly property, and property of value, as if it were 
a building or a steamboat, and is as justly subject to 
taxation. It matters not in what this tangible property 
consists—whether privileges, corporate franchises, 
contracts, or obligations. It is enough that it is prop- 
erty which, though intangible, exists, which has value, 
produces income, and passes current in the markets 
of the world. To ignore this intangible property, or 
to hold that it is not subject to taxation at its accepted 
value, is to eliminate from the reach of the taxing 
power a large portion of the wealth of the country.” 

“The first question to be considered, therefore, is 
whether there is belonging to these express companies 
intangible property; property differing from the 
tangible property; a property created by either the 
combined use or the manner of use of the separate 
articles of tangible property, or the grant of acquisi- 
tion of franchises or privileges, or all together. To 
say that there can be no such intangible property, that 
it is something of no value, is to insult the common in- 
Take the Henderson Bridge 
Company’s property, the validity of the taxation of 
The facts dis- 
closed in that record show that the bridge company 
owns a bridge over the Ohio, between the city of Hen- 
derson in Kentucky and the Indiana shore, and also 
ten miles of railroad in Indiana; that the tangible prop- 
erty—that is, the bridge and railroad track—was as- 
sessed in the States of Indiana and Kentucky at$1,277,- 
695.54, such, therefore, being the adjudged value of the 
tangible property. Thus the physical property could 
presumably be reproduced by an expenditure of that 
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sum, and if placed elsewhere on the Ohio river, and 
without its connections or the business passing over 
it or the franchises connected with it, might not of it- 
self be worth any more. As mere bridge and tracks, 
that was its value. If the State’s power of taxation is 
limited to the tangible property, the company should 
only be taxed in the two states for that sum, but it 
also appears that it, as a corporation, had issued bonds 
to the amount of $2,000,000, upon which it was paying 
interest; that it had a capital of $1,000,000, and that 
the shares of that stock were worth not less than $90 
per share in the market. The owners, therefore, of 
that stock and property which for purposes oi income 
and purposes of sale, was worth $2,900,000. What 
gives this excess of value? Obviously the franchises, 
the privilegesthe company possesses—its intangible 
property.” 

“Now, it is a cardinal rule which should never be 
forgotten that whatever property is worth for the 
purposes of income and sale it is also worth for pur- 
poses of taxation. Suppose an express company is in- 
corporated to transact business within the limits of a 
State and does business only within such limits, and 
for the purpose of transacting that business purchases 
and holds a few thousands of dollars worth of horses 
and wagons, and yet it so meets the wants of the peo- 
ple dwelling in that State, so uses the tangible prop- 
erty which it possesses, so transacts business therein, 
that its stockbecomes in themarkets of the State of the 
actual cash value of hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
To the owners thereof, for the purposes of income and 
sale, the corporate property is worth hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. Does substance of right require 
that it shall pay taxes only upon the thousands of 
dollars of tangible property which it possesses? Ac- 
cumulated wealth will laugh at the crudity of taxing 
laws which reach only the one and ignore the other, 
while they who own tangible property not organized 
into a single producing plant, will feel the injustice of 
a system which so misplaces the burden of taxation.” 

I regret that when selecting a subject for this ad- 
dress, it did not occur to me that the question of as- 
sessment and taxation was to be treated by Senator 
Smith in his paper to be read at this meeting. As the 
Senator is a member of the Commission appointed b 
the legislature to prepare a bill for proposed adoption 
covering the entire subject of assessment and taxation, 
his opinions are justly entitled to great weight. 

In examining the proposed act for the purpose of 
ascertaining the provisions therein with reference to 
the taxation of franchises I find that the provision is 
somewhat indefinite. Section 63 provides that the as- 
sessor shall assess to the corporation “the value of its 
franchises, in addition to the usual valuation of its 
tangible and intangible property.” But as the iran- 
chise is intangible property, the language of this sec- 
tion is open to criticism. Moreover, I think the law 
should provide, like the Illinois law, that the State tax 
commission shall formulate rules for the valuation of 
franchises and capital stock of corporations; or better 
still, the act itself ought to provide that the rule laid 
down by the United States Supreme Court, referred to 
and adopted by the Illinois court, shall be the rule for 
the valuation of the capital stock and franchises of a 
corporation. 

It is not perhaps germane to the subject, but after 
a careful examination of the act prepared by the com- 
mission, there are a few suggestions somewhat in the 
nature of criticisms, which I venture to offer, and to 
which Senator Smith may, perhaps, see fit, in his paper 





to-morrow to reply. 
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His Duties. 


By H. GERALD CHAPIN, LL.D. 


We shall not here consider either the criminal! or 
civil liability of a director for making false reports as 
to the bank’s condition, nor as to any positive act of 
wrong doing upon his part, the scope of the present 
inquiry being limted simply and purely to his responsi- 
bility for negligence. 

W hat is the extent of the duty which bank directors 
owe to the stockholders whom they represent directly 
and the creditors whom they represent indirectly? 

Upon this point there is a general misapprehension 
in the popular mind. This finds expression after bank 
failures in severe condemnation of directors and a gen- 
eral assertion of the doctrine that their duty requires 
them to be familiar with all the details of the manage- 
ment. In the popular mind, they are held to the rule 
that they ought to take the same care of the affairs of 
the bank that they do of their own private business. 

It cannot be that a director is to be held to the 
same ordinary care that he takes of his own affairs. He 
is a gratutious mandatory. His principal business is 
to assist in discounting paper and for that purpose he 
attends at the bank at stated periods—generally once 
or twice a week—for an hour or two. The condition 
of the institution is then laid before him in order that 
he may know how much money there is to loan. 
Once or twice a year there is an examination of the 
bank’s affairs in which he participates. The cash on 
hand is counted; the bills receivable and securities ex- 
amined to see whether they correspond with the state- 
ment as furnished by the officers. Beyond this he has 
little to do with either the cash or the books. They 
are in the care of salaried officials who are paid for 
such services and selected by reason of their supposed 
integrity and fitness. To expect a director under such 
circumstances to give the affairs of the bank the same 
care that he takes of his own business is unreasonable, 
and few responsible men would be willing to serve 
upon such terms. In the case of a city institution 
doing a large business, he would be obliged to abandon 
his own affairs entirely. A business man generally 
twnderstands the details of his own business, but a 
director cannot grasp the details of a large bank with- 
out devoting all his time to it to the utter neglect of 
his own concerns. 

Such was the rule laid down in a Pennsylvania case 
(Swentzel vs. Penn. Bank, 147 Penn. 140), where the 
president aided by the cashier and some of the clerks 
had made false entries in the individual ledger in order 
to conceal misappropriations of the funds. By the 
rules of the bank, and of a large majority of the banks 
in the same city, the directors were not allowed to see 
the individual ledger. The other books all of which 
were accessible to them were correctly kept. . State- 
ments submitted to the directors from time to time, 
contained nothing to arouse their suspicions. After 
the suspension of the bank the directors raised a large 
sum of money on their individual credit to enable it 
toresume. It was held that under such circumstances 
they should not be considered responsible for the fraud 
of the other officers. 

The most famous case upon the subject is that of 
Briggs vs. Spalding, decided by the United States 
Supreme Court (141 U.S. 132). Here the bank’s fail- 





ure was caused by reason of the President’s having 
discounted the paper of persons engaged with him 
in outside business and speculation, who were finan. 
cially worthless. The vice in the situation lay not 
in any reports rendered to the directors, nor in any 
matter apparent on the face of the books, but in the 
unreliability of the bills receivable. Lee, the pregi- 
dent, had been with the bank for fourteen years, hay- 
ing started as a messenger boy. His general character 
was excellent. He was the treasurer of the local Y. 
M. C. A., and of the leading Buffalo church. As the 
owner of two-thirds of the bank stock it seemed as 
though he would have been the last to commit a fraud 
upon the institution. There had been an election of 
directors some ninety days before the bank became 
insolvent and the court certainly took a logical view 
of the situation, when it held that these new directors 
should not be held liable by reason of the fact that they 
had not immediately on election started a personal 
investigation when there was no reason whatever to 
believe anything wrong. One of the directors 
had been seriously ill and his fellow members of the 
board gave him leave of absence for a year during 
which time many of the frauds were committed. It 
was within their power to excuse him from attendance 
upon his duties. They were not compelled to request 
him to resign and he was not responsible for the 
fraudulent acts committed during his absence and 
without his knowledge. 

The Maine courts have applied the latter doctrine 
and hold that directors are personally responsible for 
official mismanagement only when it occurred 
during the year for which they were chosen and during 
which they acted. Hence one board of directors 
cannot be deemed answerable for renewals of worth- 
less paper discounted by the previous board, as mere 
renewal alone could not have been productive of loss. 
This is undoubtedly sound logic and good law. (Bank 
of Mutual Redemption vs. Hill 56 Me., 385). 

In a Kentucky éase (Savings Bank of Louisville 
vs. Caperton,87 Ky. 3o6) the cashier, who was certainly 
a somewhat ingenious individual perpetrated numerous 
frauds in various ways. Deposits were noted on the 
individual ledger but not on the blotter. Deposits 
were also credited for a less amount than was the real 


case, the balance being placed to the fraudulent 
offcial’s account. Now these delinquencies 
could have been discovered by a 


bookkeeper of average intelligence The 
cashier, however, as is usually the case, stood high in 
the community’s estimation and would have been the 
last to be suspected of defalcations. “We are satisfied,” 
say the court, “that a bank director is neither required 
to be an expert or a competent bookkeeper or do more 
in the general management of the bank with reference 
to its cashier and bookkeeper than to see in the absence 
of any reason for doubting his fidelity to the trust con- 
fided to him, that the weekly, daily or monthly state- 
ments, made to the board, correspond with the gen- 
eral balance upon the books. It is plain that any 
director, if at all conversant with bookkeeping, could 
have gone to the individual ledger, and running over 
the accourits of the depositors and then comparing 
that with the blotter ending each day’s transaction, 
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— 
could have discovered the fraud; or it might have 
heen discovered by ascertaining the amount due each 
depositor as it appeared from that book; but we know 
of no rule of law or reason that would require such an 
investigation by directors, and to hold them re- 
sponsible for failing to discharge such a duty, would 
be imposing a responsibility that no business man 
would assume, without a compensation commensurate 
with the labor required.” 

“If they have selected a cashier and bookkeeper 
regarded at the time as qualified for the position 
assigned or used reasonable care and precaution in 
making the selection and taken from him a bond in 
an adequate penalty for the faithful discharge of his 
duties, his weekly or daily statements as the custom 
of the banks may be, agreeing with the balances as 
found on his books connected with the periodical 
count of the money, notes, bonds, etc., is all the super- 
vision required unless the directors have some cause 
for suspecting or see that he is neglecting his duties.” 

Here the one bank had been merged into another, 
but the directors were not liable for negligence in per- 
mitting the unfaithful officer, whom they had no reason 
to suspect of being a defaulter, to use the books of the 
old bank for the purposes of the new, instead of re- 
quiring him to make a transfer into an entirely 
different set of books although such transfers would 
have revealed the defalcations. 

The New Hampshire courts (Ricker vs. Hall, 45 
Atl. 556), in 1899 passed upon a case where it was 
shown that a bank’s directors, through their committee, 
examined the books twice a year in the way in which 
such banks are usually examined, in addition to the 
examinations by the bank examiner, without discover- 
ing the cashier’s peculations, extending over ten years; 
during all of which time he “2d an excellent reputation 
for honesty. It was helc that this was sufficient to 
sustain a finding that they exercised due care in the 
management of the bank, though they knew he lost 
$4,000 in stock speculations four years before they 
elected him. 

An exceedingly lenient view of the situation was 
taken in two cases, the first in Pennsylvania (Sperings 
appeal, 71 Penn. St. 1) and the second in Kentucky 
(Dunn vs. Kyle, 14 Bush. 134). This leniency, it may 
be incidentally remarked, seems to have been so great 
in the first instance as to be somewhat mésplaced. 
The National Safety Insurance & Trust Company be- 
came insolvent from large expenses, unwarranted 
dividends ana securities of a character which had to 
be sacrificed when a run was made on the institution. 
There were false entries on the books for the purpose 
of deceiving, showing the assets greater and the lia- 
bilities less, than thev really were. Loans were im- 
properly made to directors, and while notes of various 
individuals were unpaid, their collaterals were re- 
turned. Nevertheless, the court held the directors not 
able for the alleged reasons that no. positive fraudu- 
lent intent coula be found, that no pecuniary advan- 
tage was ever realized by any one of them, that no 
profit had been made which was not common to all 
the stockholders, and that the officials in question had 
always acted upon legal advice as to transacting 
business. 

How it could have been said that there was no 
fiaudulent intent and what legal advice they could 
possibly have obtained which would have sanctioned 
them in their mad career are mysteries upon which the 
court does not enlarge, but decides the question on a 
somewhat technical ground drawing a distinction be- 


such as creditors and depositors. . In fact it is a some- 
what unsatisfactory opinion take it all in all, for it 
gives to negligent directors a decidedly unwarranted 
leaway. 

The Kentucky case went so far as to say that 

directors are not liable to stockholders for loss 

sustained by the bank through the defalcations 

of the cashier unless they happen to have been guilty 

of fraud, or bad faith, or such gross negligence as 

would imply bad faith. This dictum by the learned 

court was altogether unwarranted by the facts. Card- 

well, the cashier, misappropriated funds inserting 

false and fraudulent entries. A skillful accountant, 

with a suspicion resting on his mind as to the man, 

would have detected the frauds at once. Like the 

Briggs vs. Spalding case, and, in fact, like the majority 

of instances the cashier possessed the highest possible 

reputation. The demands of the depositors had al- 

ways been met and the bank had declared and paid 

5 per cent. semi-annual dividends, up to the very 

moment the institution was sold out. Statements of 

the institution’s condition were made monthly and ex- 

amined by the board, and the bills and money were 

counted two or three times per year. Certainly the 

directors at least exercised ordinary diligence in this 

case and more cannot be required of them. 

A director, however, is not permitted to turn over 
the entire control of the business to the officers of the 
bank. He is by no means to be considered a mere 
figurehead. 

In a Utah case (Warren vs. Robinson, 57 Pac. 287) 
decided in 1899, it was shown that loans were allowed 
to be made to the officers of the bank, directly and 
without security, the directors abandoning all super- 
vision. They were, of course, deemed accountable. 

It does not follow that the responsibility of the 
board, or of the individual director ends with the ap- 
pointment of honest men to the executive offices. It 
is true the executive officers attend to and execute the 
details of the transactions of the institution but it is, 
nevertheless, incumbent upon the board of directors 
to possess a general knowledge of the character of the 
transactions, and the manner in which they are made. 
While such directors are not required to watch the 
ordinary routine of business or observe the exact state 
of each day’s accounts, still they are bound to possess 
a general knowledge of the manner in which the busi- 
ness is transacted, and of the character of the trans- 
actions and to maintain such a degree of vigilance 
over, and intimacy with business, as will enable them 
to know whom and upon what security the large bills 
of credit are given. Especially is this so as to large 
loans and discounts or matters at once affecting the 
stability and prosperity of the bank, and the safety of 
depositors. It is true directors of a banking institu- 
tion will not be held responsible for sudden and unex- 
pected violations of law or duty by executive officers, 
or for losses which ordinary vigilance could not pre- 
vent 

This theme was varied slightly in Tennessee (Wal- 
lace vs. Lincoln Savings Bank, 89 Tenn. 630), where 

it was shown that practically the entire control was 
handed over to the cashier, a man of large estate and 
good financial ability. Such cashier without knowl- 
edge or consent of the directors borrowed enormous 
sums for a firm of which he was a 
member. On discovery, after several years, 
he was deposed and the directors obtained 
security for his indebtedness which was reduced from 
time to time, by payments. The trustee in insolvency 





tween liability to stockholders and to outside parties 


sued him to recover the balance of $28,000, usury was 
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set up as defense and by leave of the court the action 
was compromised for $8,000. 

It may be admitted that the directors were negli- 
gent; at the same time, however, in this particular in- 
Stance, they were held guiltless upon a somewhat 
technical ground relative to the compromising by 
leave-of the court. 


Kentucky appears to have had considerable trouble 
with her banks for there are quite a number of cases 
in that State upon the present subject. In Jones vs. 
Johnson, (86 Ky. 530), the directors were sought to 
be held accountable for negligence in discounting 
paper, and in allowing the cashier to overdraw his ac- 
count. This, however, was not deemed of sufficiently 
uigh degree to render them liable, as they had every 
reason to believe that the paper was good, nor was 
it discoverable by the exercise of reasonable diligence 
that the cashier was drawing such large sums as was 
afterwards found to be the case. Furthermore, the 
stockholders could not very well complain that the 
cashier when removed from his position was elected 
a director as it did not appear that any damage or in- 
jury resulted from his holding that position, his pecu- 
lations having been accomplished solely while acting 
in his former capacity. 

The Circuit Court of the United States for the 
District of South Carolina (in Wheeler vs. Aiken 
County Loan & Savings Bank, 75 Fed. 781) considered 
another phase of the situation. While the leading of 
an amount equal to about one-third of the capital stock 
of a bank to a single person would seem to be unwise 
and hazardous, yet where such a loan was made by 
the officers to one of the directors who was the chief 
merchant of the town, largely while his business and 
financial standing were good, and afterwards further 
advances were made to preserve his credit and (with 
an entirely honest purpose on the part of the bank of- 
ficials) to enable him to continue business in the hope 
that he would finally be able to pay, it was held that 
this was not sufficient in the absence of any trace of 
fraud to render the other directors personally liable 
.to the stockholders (depositors and creditors having 
been fully paid) for the resulting losses. 

Now, that this was not good banking may be ad- 
mitted. Men of extraordinary prudence and financial 
foresight might have forseen the end, but directors of a 
small bank, in a small town, cannot be justly held to 
personal accountability for failing to select as its man- 
agers men of extraordinary gifts. Such men are rare 
anywhere, and it cannot be imputed as a fault to these 
directors that such survices were not secured for the 
_ meagre salaries paid to the officials of this particular 
corporation. 

The United Society of Shakers one placed certain 
bonds as a special deposit with a Kentucky bank for 
safe-keeping. Officers of the institution abstracted 
them, converting them to the use of the, bank, a 
course of procedure which the directors could have 
discovered by the most ordinary diligence by examin- 
ing the ledgers, books, accounts, correspondence and 
statements. They were justly held to be accountable. 
(United Society of Shakers vs. Underwood, 72 Ky. 
609). 


In a New Jersey case (Williams vs. McKay, 40 N. 
J. Eq. 189), The wrongs complained of were reckless 
and improvident loans made by the officers and certain 
members of committees of a savings bank. These il- 
legal loans ran through a long period of years and 
represented large sums of money, and it was perfectly 
obvious that it was the settled practice in this busi- 





—= 
ness to make them in this form, and cong. 
quently an inference absolutely necessary from th 
facts as presented that the managers as a body kney 
of such practice. If during the long continuance of 
this practice these officers never discovered its ey. 
istence or knew that their president, from time to 
time drew out of the bank on his own checks and notes 
these large sums of money, it seems that, prima facie 
such want of knowledge would be of itself and untij 
explained, very clear proof of gross negligence on their 
part. It does not seem possible that these officials, if 
‘they faithfully discharged the functions of their of. 
fice, could have failed to become acquainted with the 
transactions. The notion can be entirely repudiated 
that this board of managers could leave the entire 
affairs of this bank to certain committeemen, and then 
when disaster to the innocent and helpless cestius que 
trustent ensued, stifle all complaints of their neglects 
by saying: “We did not do these things, and we know 
nothing about them.” 


The board of directors of the Farmers’ Savi 
Bank, a Virginia institution (Marshall vs. Farmers’ 
etc., Savings Bank, 85 Va., 676), in six years only met 
twenty-five times, although the by-laws prescribed 
weekly meetings. An examination was never made 
of the books or funds or any statement called for. The 
president, without authority, took from the cash 
drawer, from time to time, sums of money aggregating 
$2,187.33, leaving only tickets, a fact which the 
directors never invéstigated. The account of a cer- 
tain railway of which he and afterwards another 
director was president, was overdrawn $7,530.45, but 
was so manipulated as to make it look like $674.53. Fa- 
vored parties were allowed to withdraw collateral. 


Very justly the directors were held to have been negli- 
gent. 


It is difficult to concede that they could have 
been ignorant of all this. But suppose they 
were? Their duty required that they should have 


looked well into all these matters, and if they have 
negligently trusted them to others and loss had oc- 
curred, should it fall on them or on the depositors, 
who had trusted them, and whose trust they had ac- 
cepted and to whom they had solemnly promised such 
care and attention as were to be expected of good busi- 
ness men. 

In Robinson vs. Hall (63 Fed. 222.) the directors, 
it was shown did about everything they shouldn’t have 
done, or more properly speaking, neglected to do 
everything which they should have done. They left 
the management for more than three years to the 
cashier, a man of but little property, and of whom 
they required no bond and they knowingly permitted 
loans to be made to individuals and firms largely in 
excess of the amounts allowed by law. They also 
failed to record mortgages given to secure large debts 
due the bank even after they were aware of its in- 
solvency and erroneously advised an examiner, who 
had taken charge of the bank that it was not necessary 
to record them. It was held that the directors wer? 
personally liable for the losses caused by such neglec 


and mismanagement, and by the fraud and defalcatir «s 
of the cashier. 


In a Missouri bank (Union National Bank vs. dill, 
49 S. W. 1012), the directors met about once 2 year, 
but having implicit confidence in the integr’ y and 
business capacity of the cashier, paid no 2 tention 
whatever to the business of the bank but left it en- 
tirely to him. Several of them had large deposits in 
it at the time it closed its doors. 
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Said cashier made loans in excess of capital stock 
without security, and in some cases to positive insol- 
yents, and the directors were held guilty of gross negli- 

nce for which it was'no excuse that they had no 
penefit from their neglect, and that their services were 
rendered gratuitously. On another ground, however, 
the decision went in their favor. 

The trustees of a New York Savings Bank seemed 
to have somewhat peculiar ideas as to financiering 
(Hun. vs. Cary, 82 N. Y. 65). The average deposits 
were about $70,000. Expenses were largely in excess 
ofincome. In order to present a good appearance and 
thereby encourage customers, the trustees purchased 
alot of ground at the cost of $29,250 of which $10,000 
was paid in cash. A magnificent building was erected, 
ata cost of about $27,000, a mortgage of $30,500 being 
placed on it. The inevitable result, bankruptcy, en- 
sued, and the property was foreclosed. Certainly this 
could not be held to be other than a case of improvi- 
dence and reckless extravagance for which they were 
undoubtedly liable. Discussing the question it is said, 
“What degree of care and diligence are they (the 
trustees) bound to exercise? Not the highest degree, 
not such as a very viligant or extremely careful person 
would exercise. If such were required it would be 
dificult to find trustees who would incur the responsi- 
bilities of such trust positions. It would not be 
proper to answer the question by saying the lowest 
degree. Few persons would be willing to deposit 
money in savings banks or take stock in corporations 
with the understanding that the trustees or directors 
were bound onlv to exercise slight care, such as inat- 
tentive persons would give to their own business in 
the management of the very large and important in- 
terests committed to their hands. When one deposits 
money in a savings bank or takes stock in a corpora- 
tion thus divesting himself of the immediate control of 
his property, he expects and has the right to expect 
that the trustees or directors who are chosen to take 
his place in the management and control of his prop- 
erty will exercise ordinary care and prudence in the 
trusts committed to them, the same degree of care and 
prudence that men, prompted by self-interest generally 
exercise in their own affairs. When one voluntarily 
takes the position of trustee or director of a corpora- 
tion, good faith, exact justice and public policy, unite 
in requiring of him such a degree of care and prudence 
and it is a gross breach of duty—crassa negligentia— 
not to bestow them.” 

A curious defense was raised recently in North 
Carolina (Houston vs. Thornton, 29 S. E. 827). There 
was certainly an almost entire lack of supervision in 
this case. Some of the directors lived out of town, 
however, and claimed that it was understood and 
agreed that the resident directors should have the 
supervision of affairs. Judge Clark very quickly dis- 
posed of this, saying: 

“There is no principle of iaw or morals that will 
permit the selection of non-resident directors, of good 
character, whose names shall be a pledge of honest 
Management upon which the public shall make de- 
posits and buy stock of the bank, and then when the 
crash comes will excuse such directors from liability, 
because being non-residents thev could not give proper 
attention to their duties, and by private arrangement it 
was agreed that they should not be required to do so.” 

A very well discussed case was decided in New 
Jersey by the Court of Chancery on October 8, rgo1. 
(Campbell vs. Watson, 50 Atl. 120). We are unable 
to refrain from quoting the following, which reveals 
somewhat of a change of view in regard to a director’s 
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liabilities : 

“The various directions in which the care of direct- 
ors of banking institutions should be exercised in order 
to protect against fraud and theft of employees has 
greatly increased in number and variety within fifty 
years. Experience has developed modes of theft by 
such employees unknown and unthought of half a 
century ago, and these manifestations of ingenuity on 
the part of the thieves has been met by new safeguards 
on the part of the directors; so that what years ago 
would have been considered due diligence cannot be 
so considered to-day. So numerous have been the 
defalcations and dishonest abstractions of money by 
employees of high grade, who had by years of right 
living and acting earned the confidence of their em- 
ployers, that it has become well-nigh a maxim with 
such institutions to, so to speak, trust nobody beyond 
what is necessary to the practical business of the bank, 
and to subject the work of each one, from the highest 
to the lowest, to periodical investigation. That at 
one time and in some instances bank directors were un- 
paid servants, who were not expected to spend much 
time or to give much attention to the affairs of the 
institution, and on that account were dealt with leni- 
ently by the courts; but at this day such officers are 
not expected to work gratuitously, and are usually 
paid a fair compensation; and, whether paid or not, 
they are entitled to no indulgence on that account. 
Their names give credit and standing to the institu- 
tion, and are a guaranty to dealers that its affairs will 
be conducted with reasonable prudence and care, and 
according to law. They are, in my opinion, bound to 
acquaint themselves with the extent and mode of 
supervision exercised by officers of well-conducted 
banking institutions in the neighborhood. I cannot 
yield to the suggestion of some of the counsel that the 
fact that the institution in question was a small 
country bank relieved its directors from adopting the 
same practical measures for protection against frauds 
and thefts as were in use by its greater neighbors in 
the larger towns.” 

The Middlesex County Bank had as its New York 
correspondent the Park Bank. George M. Valentine was 
the cashier of the former institution. He was in the 
habit of appropriating large sums to his own use by 
drawing drafts on the Park Bank, and entering smaller . 
amounts on the stub of the draft book. It was shown 
that the Park Bank remitted monthly statements of 
account, and that an examination and comparison of 
such accounts with the stub-book of the Middlesex 
Bank would have revealed Valentine’s defalcations to 
the directors of the latter institution. It was held 
that the evidence sufficiently disclosed that the mis- 
appropriations were the direct result of the directors’ 
neglect. Three somewhat curious defenses were 
raised which the court promptly overruled. The first 
was that one of the by-laws (a failure to comply with 
which led to the loss) had been so long disregarded 
that its repeal might be presumed; second, that the 
State bank examiner had found nothing wrong and 
that the directors had relied on his examination ; third, 
that some of the directors were ignorant as to certain 
provisions contained in the by-laws. These absurd 
contentions were, as previously stated, instantly dis- 
missed by the court. 

The question sometimes arises in a suit on officer’s 
bonds in which the surities set up as matter of affirma- 
tive defense that the directors had been negligent in 
not making them acquainted with certain facts. Thus 
knowledge on the part of a bank’s officers that the re- 
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ceiving teller was in default at the time a bond was 
executed was held a good defense to an action thereon 
where no notice was given to the sureties (Third Na- 
tional Bank vs. Owen, 101 Mo. 558) ; but another case 
held that, if the cashier has committed frauds upon the 
bank and the directors do not disclose them to the 
sureties the latter will not be discharged, where such 
trauds were actually unknown to the officers of the 
institution although they were guilty of gross negli- 
gence in not discovering them. This theory is held 
by the courts of Massachusetts (Tapley vs. Martin, 116 
Mass. 275.) Carrying the question still further, the 
United States courts have held (Phillips vs. Bossard 
35 Fed. 99) that sureties on a bond given to the bank 
are not released from a default of the cashier even 






INSURANCE. 


New York State Superintendent of In- 
surance. 

There were 168 laws passed in the various States in 1901 
relating to insurance matters. Of this number less than a 
score were of special moment, a large percentage of them be- 
ing either unimportant amendments of the various insurance 


codes of the States or the adoption by some of the States of the 
settled practice of others. In the domain of fire insurance the 


new legislation was limited and unimportant. Indiana [’01 
ch. 253] amended her code by prohibiting the issue of any fire 
insurance policy containing any clause requiring the insured to 
maintain a larger amount of insurance than that expressed in 
the policy, or making the insured liable as a coinsurer with the 
company issuing the policy, except it may be optional to accept 
a policy containing a coinsurance clause when a reduction in 
the rate is the consideration named. 


In New York [’01 ch. 513] the law relating to the standard 
fire insurance policy was amended by requiring that the 
printed form of policy with permissible riders, heretofore filed 
with the Secretary of State, shall be filed with the superin- 
tendent of insurance, which form and riders, together with 
such provisions, agreements or conditions as may be filed by 
the New York Board of Fire Underwriters previous to Dec. 31, 
1901, with the superintendent of insurance and approved by 
him, shall be the standard fire insurance policy of the State. 
No other form of policy may be issued by any fire insurance 
company, nor may any other riders be attached to any policy. 
Tennessee [’01 ch. 141] passed a law providing a penalty of 25 
per cent. additional when any insurance company does ,not 
pay a loss within 60 days. A clause is added which makes the 
policy holder pay 25 per cent. of the claim if suit against the 
company is not brought in good faith. 


Francis Hendricks, 


An amendment to the Colorado law provides that any 
foreign life or assessment company which contests any claim 
for insurance and has judgment entered against it shall be 
taxed for costs and an attorney’s fee for the successful party, 
and when verdict of the jury or the court shall find that the 
defense was frivolous or instituted for the purpose of delay, 
25 per cent. of the amount secured shall be added to the judg- 
ment [Col. ’01 ch. 54]. 

*Published through the courtesy of the regents of the 
University of the State of New York and of Melville Dewey 
director of the State Library. 





Review of Legislation for the Year 1go1.* 


(Concluded. ) 








—=S 
though such default was permitted by the ne zligence 
and misconduct of the president and the hoard of 
directors. This latter view would seem to be the 
logical. A bond is executed for the benefit of the bank 
itself, of its stockholders and creditors. Why, should 
the negligence of its officers be allowed to prejudig 
the rights of these latter individuals to whom laches 
is certainly in no wise imputable. 

In the foregoing we have entered into a s: mewhat 
lengthy discussion of the bank director’s liability fo 
negligence. As will be noted the decisions are no 
altogether in accord, and cannot well be reconcile 
except by saying that a director’s liability must } 
determined largely by a consideration of the particula 
facts involved in the case under consideration 


Nearly all the important changes in the laws relate to the 
various forms of iife insurance, and particularly to assessment 
and fraternal insurance, the legislation showing the tendency 
toward safeguarding this class of insurance. Georgia [’01 p, 
47) has a new law which provides that assessment companig 
shall deposit securities with the State Treasurer to an amount 
equal to the largest sum authorized on one life, and $1,00 
annually for each $1,000,000 of insurance in force until the 
sum deposited reaches $100,000. Georgia, Tennessee and 
Indiana [Ga. ’01 p. 71; Tenn. ’01 ch. 113; Ind. ’01 ch. 141] have 
provided by amendments for minimum assessment rates for 
all fraternal assessment associations hereafter organized or 
admitted, the rates being based on approval mortality tables. 
New York and Georgia [N. Y. ’01 ch. 722; Ga. ’01 p. 74] passed 
laws providing for the reincorporation of assessment life in- 
surance corporations, enabling them to do a general life in- 
surance business. In both amendments the law provides for 
the maintenance of reserves on the insurance in force, by re 
quiring a valuation of all policies on the basis of renewable 
term insurance at attained age. 

New York [’01 ch. 346} amended its law relating to life con- 
tracts by providing for two minimum standards of valuation. 
All policies issued prior to Jan. 1, 1901, are to be valued in 
the combined experience table of mortality, with interest at 
4 per cent. yearly, unless the company chooses another stand- 
ard giving an equal or higher reserve. On all policies issued 
after Jan. 1, 1901, contracts shall be valued on the American 
experience table of mortality, with interest at 3% per cent 
yearly, unless the company chooses another standard giving 
results equal to or greater than such standard. Under the old 
law the companies generally used the combined 4 per cent 
valuation experience tables. The new law fixes 3% per cent. 
as the minimum for all new contracts. Another amend- 
ment to the insurance code of New York provides for the valu- 
ation of health policies on the net premium basis according to 
the British Friendly society tables, with interest at 3% pe 
cent. [N. Y. ’01 ch. 635]. The superintendent of insurance may 
in his discretion vary the standard in particular cases and may 
require additional reserves because of hazardous occupations 
or insufficient net premiums. 





RAILROAD ACCIDENTS. 
Edward A. Moseley, Secretary Interstate Commerce Commis 
sion. 
The only legislation by Congress in 1901 which has direct 
reference to transportation was an “Act requiring commoD 
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carriers engaged in interstate commence to make full reports 
of all accidents to the Interstate Commerce Commission,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1901. 


The commission, after conference with railway officials 
and officers of various organizations of railroad employees, 
adopted a form of report and notified the railroad companies on 
June 12 to make the reports required by the law, beginning 
with the month of July, the first month of the current fiscal 
year. The commission intends to tabulate and collate the in- 
formation contained in the reports and to issue bulletins 
showing the principal facts. 


By the terms of the act the scope of the reports is strictly 
limited; yet it is evident that the purpose of Congress was 
to secure the fullest possible information concerning the cause 
or causes of every accident reported; and in view of the ex- 
istence of federal statutes dealing particularly with couplers, 
power brakes and grab irons or hand-holds, accidents in which 
these details figure, either as main causes or otherwise, may 
be said to merit special attention. The primary object of the 
statute is, obviously, to promote the safety of passengers and 
of railroad employees; and this object is to be accomplished, 
so far as these records can accomplish it, by making the most 
instructive exhibit possible of those accidents which are pre- 
yentable. Experience has shown that some classes of acci- 
dents, including many personal casualties in which the person 
injured is himself chiefly at fault, occur in such uniform per- 
centages, year after year, in proportion to the total number of 
persons employed (or, in the case of passengers, to the total 
number transported), that they may be looked upon as unavoid- 
able. These, under the act, are now reported to the commis- 
sion in large numbers; yet it is not apparent that any useful 
purpose would be served by publishing the details of cases of 
this kind, as is attempted by some public authorities. 

It Should not be forgotten, however, that many of the in- 
juries, fatal and non-fatal, which happen to railroad em- 
ployees, and which, when looked at in a mass, as presented 
statistically in an annual report, appear unavoidable, are 
nevertheless in some degree preventable by care; and it is the 
intention of the commission to present such lessons as may 
appear to be deducible from the reports it receives. The pur- 
pose of the law, as directed to the prevention of loss of life or 
limb, or to saving property, can not be said to contemplate 
only the railroad manager and the inventor of safety ap- 
pliances; the result should also afford useful lessons for the 
trainmen and other workers. Employees should be aided both 
to care better for their own bodily safety and to care more in- 
telligently for their employers’ property, which latter duty 
includes care for the safety of passengers. 


The purpose of the act being general, and purely remedial, 
the commission will compile and present these accident statis- 
tics wholly without regard to the name of the company on 
whose premises any particular accident may occur, or an 
Whose agents or employees the responsibility for an accident 
May rest; and the commission has taken ample precautions to 
insure that the reports received from the various carriers 
shall not be used for the benefit of private interests. None of 
the information contained in the monthly reports and on file 
in the office of the commission will be divulged except through 
the formal reports of the commission. By this means the facts 
gathered under this law can not be made the basis for un- 
justifiable suits for damages against the companies or for mis- 
statements in the public prints. 

The method contemplated by this law is doubtless the best 
that could be devised, unless the commission should follow 
England’s example and employ inspectors to make personal 
investigations of accidents, for which a large body of men, 
pecuiarly well qualified, would be required to cover the whole 
eountry. The only record of railroad accidents hitherto made 
Which makes any pretence of covering the whole of the United 
States has been kept by the “Railroad Gazette” and published 
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monthly. This is, of course, entirely unofficial, and is avowedly 
very incomplete, the facts being based mostly on reports which 
are found in the daily newspapers. Accounts in the telegraphic 
dispatches are not only very often inaccurate, but also are fre- 
quently misleading where not actually untruthful. The method 
adopted by Congress and embodied in the law secures the de- 
sired information from the men who best know the facts of 
each case. The regulations prescribed by the commission in- 
clude questions adapted to the various kinds of accidents, so 
framed as to provide for a brief but clear account of each case, 
These questions ask of the railroads only such information as 
railroad managers usually, if not universally, gather for the 
records of their own offices; so that the clerical labor of filling 
up the blanks is the principal burden imposed on carriers by 
the statute. 

The law is defective, however, in that the monthly reports 
required under it are limited to accidents to employees and 
passengers, and do not include the large number of casualties 
to other persons resulting from railway accidents. The latter 
are covered, or are intended to be, by the annual reports to the 
commission under the twentieth section of the act to regulate 
commerce. But it is believed that reports under the recent 
law should embrace all railway accidents resulting in death or 
personal injury. This subject could then be omitted from the 
annual reports filed under the act to regulate commerce. 








MECHANICS’ LIENS. 
Louis Boisot, LL.B. 

The only state that has during the year alopted a com- 
plete mechanics’ lien law is Pennsylvania [’01 ch. 240]. This is 
an act of 61 sections, beginning with definition of the terms 
used therein, and containing full provision as to the creation 
and enforcement of mechanics’ liens, “it being intended that 
this act shall furnish a complete and exclusive system in it- 
self.” The need of such a codification of the Pennsylvania 
laws on this subject is shown by the fact that until the en- 
actment of this statute the legislation in Pennsylvania regard- 
ing mechanics liens was scattered throughout the special laws 
of that State from 1806 to 1897. No less than 109 different acts 
are repealed to make room for this new code. Many of these 
acts were of the antiquated and now nearly obsolete type of 
laws applicable only to one or two counties or even to a single 
city. 

The year’s legislation in other States is mereiy amenda- 
tory, the changes made being generally in favor of the lienor. 
Thus Maine [’01 ch. 166] has given a lien on wharves and piers 
for labor or material used in their construction or repair; 
Delaware [’01 ch. 208] has given mechanics and material men 
who furnish labor or materials for constructing or repairing 
a vessel in her home port a lien similar to that given by the 
maritime law for such services in a foreign port; and California 
[01 ch. 108] has given laundrymen a lien on clothing washed 
by them. The right to mechanics’ lien has been extended in 
North Dakota [’01 ch. 101] to improvements erected on gov- 
ernment land, in Missouri [’01 p. 206] to “license interest” in 
land, and in North Carolina [’01 ch. 617] to land of married 
women. In North Dakota [’01 ch. 181] seed grain liens are 
now allowed on lands “contracted to be purchased.” The time 
within which notices of various liens may be filed has been 
extended in certain cases in Montana, North Dakota, Michigan 
and Nebraska [Mon. ’01 p. 162; N. D. ’01 ch. 87; Mich. ’01 ch. 
126; Neb. ’01 ch. 4]. 

In a few cases legislation restricting or limiting liens has 
been passed. Thus North Dakota [’01 ch. 118] now limits liens 
on the future earnings of men, animals or machinery to 50 
per cent. of their gross earnings; South Dakota [’01 ch. 174] 
provides that liens for threshing grain shall not apply as against 
innocent buyers unless filed within 10 days; and Minnesota [01 
ch. 293] requires 5 days’ demand in order to claim a labor lien 
on lumber. 
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By way of enforcing liens New Jersey [’01 ch. 127, 128] 
has given dyers and silk finishers a right to sell goods held 
under lien; while Washington [’01 ch. 75] has provided a 
method of enforcing stevedores’ liens on vessels; and Minne- 
sota [’01 ch. 228] has done the same for horseshoers’ liens on 
animals shod. 

One mechanics’ lien provision has been declared uncon- 
stitutional, the section of the California code of civil pro- 
cedure requiring contractors to file bonds with their contracts. 
This curious provision declared that unless the contractor 
filed with his contract a bond for the payment to laborers end 
material men of the value of their labor and material the 
owner and contractor should be jointly liable therefor. The 
court held that the penalty fell only on the owner; since under 
the common law the contractor would be liable in any event, 
and therefore the law amounted to a requirement that the 
owner should be liable for the debt of the contractor even in 
excess of the price named in his contract. The act was there- 
for held unconstitutional as taking property without due 
process of law [Gibbs v. Tally, 65 p. 9.v.] 

It is a curious coincidence that a provision something like 
the California law above cited has just been adopted in North 
Dakota [’01 ch. 133]. But some differences in the provisions 
of the North Dakota statute, particularly the fact that the act 
is limited to contracts for public buildings, so differentiate it 
from the California act that it is probably exempt from the 
constitutional objection which nullified the California statute. 





MORTGAGES. 
Leonard A. Jones, LL. B., Judge Mass<chusetts Court of Land 
Registration. 

The legislation of the year 1901 upon the subject of mort- 
gages is not specially important. The larger part of the en- 
actments in regard to mortgages of real property relate in 
some way to the satisfaction and discharge of record of such 








mortgages, and are generally amendments of existing laws, 
making them more efficient and stringent. 

In two States there are enactments of somewhat doubtful 
expediency authorizing the discharge of mortgages held by cor- 
porations by certain officers; as in Delaware [’01 ch. 205) by 
the corporation’s attorney; and in Indiana [’01 ch. 187] by the 
president, vice-president. or cashier of a bank, or the presi- 
dent, vice-president, general manager or secretary of other cor- 
porations. It would seem to be a much safer course to allow 
the corporations themselves to authorize by vote or by law 
such officers or agents as they might designate. 


In Alabama [’01 p. 39] on a trial of right of property the 
plaintiff may pay a mortgage upon it within ten days from the 
time the amount is determined; and in Oklahoma a creditor 
upon the failure of his attachment of execution may be sub 
rogated to the rights of a mortgagee of the property. 


Of the statutes r lating to chattel mortgages several re 
lating to the destruction or disposal of the property mortgaged 
and relating to the removal of it are similar to statutes gen- 
erally existing in other States. 


A novel enactment in South Carolina that the description 
of the property must be in writing or typewriting, and is in- 
valid if printed, can be justified only by some peculiar custom 
prevailing in that State [’01 ch. 422]. The same remark is 
applicable to a statute of Tennessee making it a misdemeanor 
to haul on the State highway during the night unbaled cotton 
on which there is a mortgage or lien [’01 ch. 3]. 

In Kansas title notes or evidences of conditional sales are 
to be recorded as chattel mortgages [’01 ch. 396]. In Minne 
sota and Utah [Minn. ’01 ch. 146; U. ’01 ch. 93] there are 
statutes of much importance to mortgagees of personal prop 
erty in regard to the continuance of the mortgage lien, which 
in the last named State expires in one year unless a renewal 
affidavit is filed within 30 days thereafter. 
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Court of Rochester. the Municipal Court of *yracuse, etc.; and, in addition, such statutes relating to practice, as the Laws 
regulating Rec: iverships, and other kindred subjects. 

Every effort has been made to make the appendix a usefal and convenient supplement to the Code. 

Part I1I—The Index bas been prepared with great care. 

An index of the Sections of the Code contained in Vols. I and II are found at the end of those volumes, and in addition there is, at 
the end of Vol. III, a complete index, not only of the subject matter of all the Sections of the Code, but also of the citations contained in 
the work. Partienlar care has been taken to produce a practical and thorough index. 
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Recent Decisions of Interest. 


SURFACE WATER—RIGHT TO DRAIN. at the same time, who shall subscribe their names 
The owner of land on which surface water has col- | thereto as witnesses in the presence of the testator, it 
lected in a pond is held, in Brandenberg v. Zeigler (S. | i$ held, in Lacey v. Dobbs (N. J.), 55 L. R. A. 580, 
C), 55 L. R. A. 414, to have no right, by cutting the that it is essential to validity that everything required 
matural rim of the basin, to drain the water upon a | ‘© be done by the testator shall precede in point of 
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nighbor’s property to his injury. time the subscription of the witnesses. 
* * * * * * 
DEED—CONSTRUCTION OF. CONTEMPTS. 
A deed to the grantor’s daughter and her husband A statute defining contempts, and providing a pun- 


and“their bodily heirs” is held, in Atherton v. Roche ishment therefor, and also providing that in all cases 
(Il), 55; L. R. A. sor, under the Illinois statute, to | of indirect contempt the party so charged shall upon 
vest a life estate in the first takers, with a remainder in | demand have a change of judge or venue and a jury 
fee to the heirs of the bodies of both. trial, is held, in Smith Vv. Speed (Okla.), 55 L. R. A. 
402, to be invalid as an interference by the legislature 


with the inherent rights of courts to punish for con- 
LICENSE FEE—CONSTITUTIONALITY OF. tempt. 


* * * 


A license fee on employment agencies for the pur- OR So 
pose of raising revenue is held, in Price v. People (Ill.), MINING LAW. 
§§L. R. A. 588, to be valid in the absence of a constitu- ite iia ad ; aaa 
tional prohibition thereof. Claimants of conflicting mining claims, who, after 


entering into a verbal agreement by the terms of which 
all former locations are abandoned, and new locations 
EXECUTION OF NEW JERSEY WILL. made in the name of one of the parties on condition 
Under a statute providing that all wills shall be in that each shall perforom his own pro rata share of the 
Wtiting and be signed by the testator, which signature work necessary to maintain such locations, and pro- 
shall be made by the testator, or the making thereof | cure patents for the same, leave the territory and fail 
acknowledged by him and the writing declared to be for more than eight years to enforce their alleged 
his last will, in the presence of two witnesses present rights, are held, in Patterson v. Hewitt (N. M.), 55 L. 


* * * 
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R. A. 658, to be guilty of laches; and a court of equity 
will not aid them to obtain an accounting and to re- 
cover any interests in the mining claims, where during 
their absence the other claimants perform their share 
of the work required, and other parties contribute large 
sums of money toward the development of the claims, 
which are only of speculative value when the plaintiffs 
leave the territory, the result of which is a great en- 
hancement in the value of the property, toward which 
claimants contribute nothing. 


*\* * 


STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS—PRINCIPAL 
AND SURETY. 


The relation of principal and surety between mort- 
gagors and a purchaser of the mortgaged property, 
who assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage, being 
recognized and accepted by the mortgagee, and the 
cause of action against the purchaser being barred by 
the statute of limitations, it is held, in Mulvane v. 
Sedgley (Kan.), 55 L. R. A. 552, that an action against 
the mortgagors or surety is also barred. 


* * * 
DEED—CONSTRUCTION OF. 


An instrument in the form of a deed purporting to 
convey to named grantees, their heirs and assigns, at a 
speciedfied price per acre, “all the piné timber suitable 
for sawmill purposes” on described lots of land, and 
providing that the balance due on each lot shall be paid 
when the lot is entered to cut the timber, is held, in 
McRae v. Stillwell (Ga.), 55 L. R. A. 513, to make it 
incumbent upon the grantees or their successors in 
title to cut and remove such timber from the lots with- 
in a reasonable time from the date of the conveyance; 
and it is held that on failure to do so their interest in 
the timber ceases. With this case is a note discussing 
the authorities on conveyance of title to standing tim- 
ber without conveying title to the land. 


TK K rs 
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS—SUBSIDENCE 
OF SURFACE OVER MINE. 

A cause of action for injury from the subsidence of 
the surface over a mine is held, in Noonan v. Pardee 
(Pa.), 55 L. R. A. 410, to arise at the time of the re- 
moval of the support, so as to start the running of the 
‘ statute of limitations, and not at that of the resulting 
subsidence. 

x* + * 


DEDICATION OF PUBLIC BURYING GROUND 
PRECLUDES SALE OF LAND. 


A cemetery company which purchases land and 
dedicates it as a public burying ground is held, in Oak- 
land Cemetery Co. v. People’s Cemetery Association 
(Tex.), 55 L. R. A. 503, to have no power to create 
debts on the faith of the land so dedicated; and a sale 
of a portion of such land for a debt of the company is 
held to be void as in violation of the rights of the lot 
owners. 

ok * * 


EXERCISE OF GOVERNMENTAL POWER BY 
COUNTY. 

A county is held, in Pearce v. Gibson County 

(Tenn.), 55 L. R. A. 477, to have no right, in the exer- 

cise of its governmental power, to discharge the water- 


closets of its court house on to the land of an adjoining 
owner to his injury. 





a LER 5 NEN =a —=> 
ASSOCIATIONS—BY-LAW—RIGHT TO jy, 
JUNCTION. 

One who is only indirectly and remotely aifected by 
a by-law ofavoluntary association prohibiting its mem. 
bers from dealing on the market either with membey 
engaged in the same business or with others who deg 
with such members, and making a violation thereof 
punishable by fine or expulsion from the association, jg 
held, in Downs v. Bennett (Kan.), 55 L. R. A. 560, ty 
have no right to maintain an action of injunction tg 
restrain the association from fining or expelling a mem. 
ber for his violation of such by-law. 

et 


DIRECTORS OF INSOLVENT CORPORATIOy 

—RIGHT TO EXECUTE MORTGAGE To 

SECURE PERSONAL DEBTS. 

Directors of an insolvent corporation are held, ip 
American Exch. Nat. Bank v. Ward (C. C. App. &b 
C.), 55 L. R. A. 356, not to be precluded from execu. 
ing a chattel mortgage upon the corporate assets 
secure their own just demands, if they act in absolute 
good faith. 





* * * 


CRIMINAL LAW EXISTENCE OF INSANE IM. 
PULSE. 

The existence of an uncontrollable, insane impulse 
to commit a crime known to be such is held, in State 
v. Knight (Me.), 55 L. R. A. 373, not to modify the 
criminal responsibility for the act. 

On the other hand, that the impulse to steal is in- 
spired by avarice or greed is held, in State v. McCul- 
lough (la.), 55 L. R. A. 378, not to preclude the de- 
fense of insanity, if the will power is weakened to such 
an extent as to leave the afflicted one powerless to con 
trol the impulse. 


oS * Oo” 
RESTRICTIONS ON SALE OF PERSONAL 
PROPERTY. 


A stipulation in a contract for the sale of a pro 
prietary medicine, that the purchaser shall not sell it 
for less than a specified price, is held, in Garst v. Hall 
& L. Co. (Mass.), 55 L. R. A. 631, not to follow the 
medicine into the hands of subsequent vendee. The 
right of a purchaser of personal property to sell or 
use it free from restrictions affecting it in the hands ol 
the vendor is considered in a note to this case. 

* * * 


The bankruptcy court has no power to enforce 
claims upon notes containing a waiver of homestead 
exemption against a homestead set apart in bank 
ruptcy, but when the bankrupt is by lapse of time, 
precluded from obtaining his discharge, such creditors 
will be granted leave to withdraw their claims so that 
they may proceed in the state court. In re Swords,7 
Am. B. R. 436. 

* *k * 

A cash sale of property by an insolvent debtor for 
the full consideration not made for the purpose of put 
ting the property out of the reach of creditors is not 
a fraudulent transfer or act of bankruptcy, although 
the debtor intended to and did use the proceeds t 
prefer certain creditors and to meet his own personal 
needs. Githens v. Shiffler, 7 Am. B. R. 453. 


* * * 


In Nebraska, an unfiled chattel mortgage, is * 
valid as against the trustee in bankruptcy of the mort 
gagor. In re Pekin Plow Co., 7 Am. B. R. 369. 
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Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux - 


Treasurer— 


President—E. C. Fer 


OF AMERICA. 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
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Treasurer—Ivan W. Goodner, Pierre. 
TENNESSEE. 
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(Organized November 14, 187.) 
President—John Young, ee 
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The American Bar Association. 


The twenty-fifth annual meeting‘of 
the association will be held at Saratoga 
Springs, New York, on Wednesday, 
Thursday and Friday, August 27, 28 
and 28, 1902. 

The sessions of the association will 
be at 10:30 o’clock a. m. and 8 o’clock 
p. m. on Wednesday and Tharsday, and 
at 10:30 o’clock a. m. on Friday,’ at 
Convention Hall. 

The sessions of the Section of Legal 
Education will be held on Thursday 
and Friday afternoons at 8 o’clock at 
Convention Hall. 

The sessions of the Section of Patent, 
Trade Mark and Oopynght Law will be 
held on ‘Thursday and Friday after- 
noons at 3 o’clock in Convention Hall. 

On Wednesday afternoon at 3 o’clovk 
there will be a meeting of the Associa- 
tion of American Law Schools. 


PROGRAMME, 


ere morning, 10:30 o’clock. 
t’s address, by U. M. 
Py of Little Rock, Arkansas. 
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_ . Wednesday evening, 8 o’clock, == 

A paper by M. D. Chalmers, Parlia- 
mentary Counsel to the Treasury (Eng- 
land) on ‘‘ Codification of Mercantile 
Law.’’ 

A paper by Amasa M. Katon,of Rhode 
Island, on ‘‘Tbe Origin of Municipal 
Incorporation in England and in the 
United States.*’ 

Discussion upon the »_subject of the 
Paper SOE, meee. cae 

port of the general council on the 
proposed amendment to admit women 
a8 members of the association. 
Thursday morning, 10:30 o’clock. 





The annual address, by John G. Oar- - 


lisle, of Kentucky. 

Reports of standing committees. 
(See report of 1901, pages 703 and 704, 
giving a memorandum of subjects re- 
ferred :) 

On Jurisprudence and Law Reform. 

On Judicial Administration and Re- 
medial Procedure. 

On Legal Education and Admission 
‘to the Bar. 

On Commercial Law. 

On Internations!l Law. 

On Grievances. 

On Obituaries. 

On Law Reporting and Digesting. 

On Patent, Trade Mark and Copyright 

Ww. 

Thursday evening, 8 o'clock. 

A paper by Emliin McClain, of Iowa, 
on ‘‘The Evolution of the Judicial 
‘Opinion. ’’ 

Discussion upon the subject of the 


per ; 

Reports of special committees. (See 
report of 1901, pages 703 and 704:) 

On Classification of the Law. 

On Indian Legislation. 

On Uniform State Laws. 

On Penal Laws and Prison Discipline. 

On Federal Courts. 

On Appeals from Orders Appointing 
Receivers. 

On Industrial Property and Interna- 
tional Negotiation. 

. On Title to Real Estate. 
_, On Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 
‘Friday morning, 10:30 o’clock. 

Nomina‘ion of officers. 

Unfinished business. 

Miscellaneous business. 

Election of officers. 

The annual dinner will be given by 
the association to its members and 
delegates at the Grand Union Hotel, at 
7 :80 o’clock on Friday evening. 

A parlor in the Grand Union Hotel 
will be open as a reception rvom four 
the use of members of the association 
and delegates during the meeting. 


Programme of the Section of Legal 
Education. 

The sessions will be held on Thurs- 
day and Friday afternoons, at 3 o’clock, 
at Convention Hall. 

Address of OUhairman, Ernest W. 
Huffcut, of Cornell Law School. 

‘‘A Defect in Legal Education,’’ by 
Henry S. Redfield, of Oolumbia Law 
Sshool. 

Discussion of Professor Redfield’s 
paper, to be opened by Joseph H. Beale, 
Jr., of Harvard Law School, and 
Thomas A. Bogle, of the University of 
Michigan Law School. 

**Courses of Study for Law Olerks,’’ 
by Franklin M. Danaher, of the New 
York State Board of Law Examiners. 

Charles M. Hepburn, secretary, 
Oincinnati, Ohio. 


Programme of the Association of 


American Law Schools: 
The session will be held on Wednes- 





day afternoon, at 3 o’clock, at Conven- 
tion Ball. 

Address of president, Emlin McClain, 
of University of Iowa Oollege of Law. 

A paper by J. H. Beule, Jr., of Har- 
vard and University of Ohicago Law 
Schools, on ‘* The First Year Ourriculum 
for Law Schools.’’ 

E. W. Huffcut, secretary, 
Ithaca, N. Y. 
Programme of the Section of Patent, 
Trade Mark and Oopyright Law: 

The sessions will be held on Thursaay 
and Friday afternoons, at 8 o’clock, at 
Convention Hall. 

The annual address, by the Chair- 
man, L. L. Bond, of Chicago 

‘*Pending Trade Mark Legislation,’’ 
by Arthur P. Greeley, of Washington 
D. C 


‘*Prelimmary Injunctions in Patent 
Suits,’’ by Lysander Hill, of Chicago 

**History and Present Status of the 
Law Relating to Designs,’’ by Harold 
Binney, of New York. 

** Patent Litigation from the Expert’s 
Standpoint,’’ by Arthur 8S. Browne, 
of Washington, D. O. 

‘*Evils of the Present System of Pro- 
duving Evidence in Equity Causes and 
a Remedy Therefor,’’ by Charlies Mar- 
tindale, of Indianapolis. 

‘*Is the Entire Jurisdiction of the 
Circuit Oourts in the Matter of Suits 
for the Iafringement of Patents Defined 
by the Act of March 3, 1897?’ by Mel- 
ville Church, of Washington, D. O. 

A paper by Robert S. Taylor, of In- 
diana, on a subject to be announced 
later. 

Melville Church, secretary, 
Washington, D. C. 


ALABAMA. 


The sessions of the Alabama Bar As- 
sociation were held in Hotel Montesano 
at Huntsville on July 5, amidst cooling 
breezes and in a temperature of seventy 
degrees. Oaptain Daniel Ooleman, of 
Huntsville, read an excellent paper on 
‘*Jury Reform.’’ The report of the 
committee on uistory was made by W. 
L. Clay. Captain Milton Humes, 
chairman, read the report of the com- 
mittee on legislation. 

Ex-Oongressman John M. Alien, of 
Mississippi, made a characteristic talk 
and the dignified assemblage roared 
with laughter until he concluded. 
Colonel A. $8. Oollier, of Nashville, 
made a short address on ‘*‘ Andrew 
Jackson.’’ Oolonel Sam _  Willjohn’s 
paper on ‘‘Two Great Justices and 
Two Great Lawyers’’ was read by 
Sterling Wood. 

At noon a barbecue was given the 
visitors by the members of the local 
bar association and a number of toasts 
were responded to. In the afternoon 
the annual election was held and officers 
were chosen as follows: Lawrence 
Cooper, of Huntsville, ‘president; E. 
DeGraffenreid, of Greensboro. first 
vice-president; Alex. Troy, of Mont- 
gomery, secretary and treasurer. 


OOLORADO. 


The new president uf the Uolorado 
Bar Association 1s Judge Horace G. 
Lunt, of Colorado Springs. 


It was 10:45 on July 2 when the 
meeting was called to order. and the 
election of officers was the first order 
of business. The nominating com- 
mittee reported Judge Lunt for presi- 
dent, Ralph Talbot, of Denver, for first 
vice-president, Senator Ed. T. Taylor, 
of Glenwood Springs, for second vice- 








——, and Lucius W. Hoyt. of 
mver, for secretary and treasure:. 

The address of Senator Taylor on 
‘*The Torrens System of Regist: ring 
Title to Land’’ occupied the atte: tion 
of the lawyers from 11 o'clock unti! the 
noon hour, when a recess was teken. 
Senator Taylor, who is acting lieu. 
tenant governor of the state durin, the 
absence of Governor » i8 one of 
the leading lights of the bar association, 
As president pro tem of the senate he 
is prominent in state legislation and 
his address was one of the most im- 
— on the programme. Senator 

ylor is chairman of the committee 
appointed by the Legislature to inves- 
tigate the Torrens system, and his ad- 

was an exhaustive report of the 
work of two years. He has spent that 
length of time in making investiga- 
tions and collating authorties on the 
Torrens system. and his speech was a 
condensed form of the report he will 
make at the next session cf the Legis. 
lature. 

The Torrens system is being used in 
five states at the present time. Illinois, 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Ualifornia 
and Oregon, and five other states have 
appointed commissions to draft bills 
providing for its adoption. In taking 
this matter up, the Colorado Bar As- 
sociation is in line with the bar asso- 
ciations of other states where the Tor- 
reps system is receiving attention, and 
Senator Taylor suggested that the 
Colorado Bar Association appoint a 
committee of specialists to report on 
this measure at the next meeting of the 
Legislature, which was accordingly 
done. 

The address that Senator Taylor 
made was an hiatorical recital of tne 
workings of the Torrens law in states 
where it is in force. The speaker ex- 
pressed the opinion that this law would 
ultimately be adopted in Colorado. He 
was not sure that it would be practic- 
able to adopt it at this time, but was 
certain that it was a measure that 
should receive the most careful consid- 
eration and should be put on the statute 
books of this state at the proper time. 

The noon recess was taken at the 
coaclusion of Senator Taylor’s address. 

The afternoon was given over oe 
to a discussion of the Bucklin bill. 
Senator Bucklin, of Grand Junction, 

ted his measure to the assemblage 
of lawyers, giving an exhaustive ac- 
count of its merits and making 4 
strong plea for its adoption in Colorado. 
He spoke of the present tax laws, say- 
ing they were ‘‘a conglomeration of 
inconsistent, intangible, anequal, 
inequitable, criminal asraults on the 
public. ’’ 

Tax reform was difficult, he said, but 
necessary, and he proposed that all 
honest opposition to the Australian 
tax amendment cease, that everybody 
join in securing its adoption and then 
that some one county be selected to 
make the test of its value, and thus 

ettle the whole question. But Mr. 
Bucklin said that in making the propo- 
sition, he paused for an answer. He 
went on to say that the Australian 
tax was not a tax at all, but an exemp- 
tion amendment, and then explained 
in detail the provisions of his bill. He 
spoke of the objectons that have been 
raised to the measure and in this con- 
nection said that it was not the intent, 
nor would it be the effect, of the 
amendment to destroy landed property. 

‘The Australian tax,’’ Senator 
Bucklin, ‘‘would still leave the whole 
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weight of national taxation, most of 
the burdens of state taxation, and some 
of the burdens of local taxation on 
industry and its products. It would 
therefore Still leave labor and capital 
more heavily taxed than social values. 
It would, however, increase the tax on 
the privileged classes, who are the chief 
owners Of social values, and would 
therefore, to a like extent, lessen the 
purdens of the common people, and 
therefore greatly equalize taxation.’’ 
He claimed for his measure that it har- 
monized with fundamental American 
principles and wus conservative. ‘‘The 
amendment has no mandatory provis- 
ions,’’ said Mr. Bucklin. ‘‘Itis wholly 
optional or permissive, simply plaving 
power in the hands of the people, 
where it should rest.’’ 
GEORGIA, 

The Georgia Bar Association opened 
athree-days’ session at Warm Springs 
on July 4, it being the nineteenth an- 
nual meeting of the association. There 
were about 150 attorneys from all parts 
of the state present. The annual ad- 
dress of the president, Charlton E. 
Battle, of Columbus, was the feature of 
the opening session. Then followed the 
report of the treasurer, the election of 
new members, the report of the com- 
mittee on memorials and other routine 
business. In the evening the conven- 
tion listened to a review of the year’s 
work of the association by Secretary 
Orville A. Park, of Macon, which was 
followed by an address by Chancellor 
Walter B. Hill, of the State University 


of Georgia. 
ILLINOIS. 


The twenty-sixth annual meeting of 
the Lilinois State Bar Association was 
held at Chicago on July 17 and 18, in 
Steamway Hall. President John 8. 
Stevens, of Peoria, called the meeting 
to order and delivered his annual ad- 
dress 


‘The three professions—law, medi- 
cine and divinity—have always held 
an all-important place in the state, and 
of these three the law has had the most 
important influence in shaping public 
policy,’’ said Mr. Stevens. ‘‘The 
stability of the law should not be dis- 
tarbed. When the bench is composed 
of politicians who are not working for 
the general good no lawyer can wisely 
plead. It matters not how our judges 
are secured. If they are men of learn- 
ing and honor, and have the courage 
of their convictions, it is immaterial 
whether they are appointed or elected. 

‘The people hold the bar responsible 
for the character of the bench and the 
huture of their decisions, while the 
bar has very little to do with the selec- 
tion of judges. It is because the sug- 
gestions of the bar are not followed that 
80 many grave mistakes are made in 
the selection of judges. The bench is, 
as a rule, however, composed of able 
and conscientious men, who have the 
best interests of the people at heart, 
and it is only when the people interfere 
and put in popular but ignorant or dis- 
honest men that trouble results. 

‘*A general knowledge of standard 
books is still nevessary for a lawyer, 
even if he intends to specialize in some 
branch of the law, and Blackstone and 
Kent are just as essential asever. The 
lawyer whose*sole ob is to collect a 
fee will exercise but little influence in 
any community. If the bar would 
Tetain its place in politics and its 
Commanding influence in the body 
politic it must lay the foundations 





More deeply than ever. 
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‘*The young lawyer will find better 
inspiration in good company or in the 
study of good books than he will find 
in the filth and slime of ward politics. 
The jury briber and ambulance chaser 
are gradually losing influence, and by 
putting the seal of its condemnation 
on them the bar can drive out this class 
of swindlers.’’ 


In his paper on ‘‘The Writ of Injunc- 
tion as a Government Agency,’’ John 
N. Jewett strongly urged the extension 
of the powers of the courts in the much- 
discussed right of injunction. He said 
in part: 

‘*The liberty of our laws allows to 
come into our country each year many 
foreign persons, who are soon converted 
into American citizens. Every year 
the task of treating with this class of 
people is growing more difficult. 

‘*Mere intellectual eduvation does 
not seem to aid. Naturalization is not 
naturalization. We do not want and 
should not tolerate hyphenated citizen- 
ship. All men are not created equal, 
political platforms to the contrary nut- 
withstanding. Our government is 
neither Democratic, oligarchic or 
despotic. The initiative and referen- 
dum are the insane work of an insane 
theory. No government as such can 
stand on such a rotten foundation. 
How do we know that the people will 
be wiser than the legislator? Universal 
consent is never given to any govern- 
ment, and often only a very bare 
majority. Government, however or- 
ganized or estabilshed, means control; 
it means anything or everything, 
within bounds, which are 
necessary to the public welfare and in- 
dividual right. 

‘* Within the last ten yeurs this nation 
has won its way to an honored position 
in the business world, which is a mat- 
ter for congratulation. This advance 
has made necessary new methods which 
we do not yet understand. The one 
great need of all ages has been men, 
and this need was never more felt than 
now. 

“The writ of injunction has always 
been called a .overnment writ. It is 
@ prerogative writ or it is nothing. It 
has also been called an extraordinary 
writ, bat it has ceased to be used only 
in cases of emergency.’’ 


‘*Experiments with such a law,’’ he 
said, ‘‘have shown that it tends to 
destroy the manhood and individuality 
of employer and employee alike, and 
that it aids the growth of socialism. 
In New Zealand, where it has been 
tried, the officials have reported that 
petty grievancos have been aggravated 
and great disputes multiplied. 

‘*It is, therefore, my opinion, from a 
thorough study of the situation, that 
strikes and lockouts must continue until 
voluntary conciliation and arbitration 
are arrived at; until capital comes to 
recognize the rights of labor to a share 
of profits derived from their joint oper- 
ation.’’ 

Judge Tuley also took occasion to rap 
at the *‘ most iniquitous of legislation,’’ 
the protective tariff, and the ‘‘danger- 
ous practice’’ of government by injunc- 
tion. 

‘*Before arbitration can become the 
universal plan of settlement between 
nations or between labor and capital,’’ 
argued the judge, ‘‘there must bea 
great change in a nature which induces 
the strong to trample on the weak. 

“*It took nearly fifty years to clear 
the strike of open violence, though now 





the great mass of workingmen favor 
this condition. Sad ex ce derived 
from clashes of this kind has led both 
sides to realize that ,there is a com- 
munity of interest between them, and 
this hus led to arbitration of their 
difficulties. 

‘The labor unions are growing 
stronger. The spirit of the brother- 
hood of man exists among these men as 
it has never existed in the history of 
the world. Itis greater than any army 
from the day of the battle of Ther- 
mopylae to the present time. ‘Thou 
shalt not take thy brother’s job’ is now 
the i commaudment of the 
workingman, and it is obeyed.’’ 


Judge Tuley then referred to the 
power held by such a man as J. Pier- 
pont Morgan, ‘‘before whom royalty 
bows obsequiously and on whose exist- 
ence other captains of industry so de- 
pend that they take out policies of insur- 
ance on the chance of his death.’’ The 
speaker declared that if sucha man 
were to go mad and refuse to listen to 
the demands of labor in all the indus- 
tries that he controls a general panic 
might result. 

Judge Tuley then came directly to the 
question whether compalsory arbitra- 
tion is practical or advisable. He 
pointed t> the experience in France, 
where such a practice has had compar- 
atively good results, and in Belgium, 
where it was not so successful. He ex- 
plained the operation of such a law in 
New Zealand, and said the reports of 
the commission in that country were 
that its results were not guod, und that 
it tended to deprive men of their inde- 
pendence and manhor d, besides increas- 
ing petty disputes. He called this 
practice the ‘‘judicial despot of New 
Zeaiand,’’ and said it was not justice, 
but a perversion of the judicial power. 

Declaring that some remedy must be 
found for preventing disastrous dis- 
putes, Judge Tuley pointed ont the 
benefits of voluntary conciliation and 
arbitration. He said this would be 
possible when capital and labor realize 
how necessary each is for the other's 
existence, and begin to share profits. 

New officers of the association werr 
elected as follows: President, Judge 
Murray F. Tuley, Chicago; first vice- 
president, Charles L. Oapen, Blooming- 

ton; second vice-president, Jobn F. 
Voight, Mattoon ; third vice-president, 
Lester H. Strawn, Ottawa; secretary 
and treasurer, James H. Matheny, 
Springfield.° 

Federal judges who had presided in 
the courts of this district were the sub- 
ject of special eulogy by Justice John 
P. Hand, of the Illinois Supreme Court, 
while at the annual banquet. 

Judges Pope, Drummond, Blodgett, 
Gresham and Showalter were named 
by Justive Hand, who said they had 
presided at a time when new questions 
relating: to admiralty, commerce, land 
titles, and similarly important matters 
nad been brought up for their adjudica- 
tion, and not only had they settled 
these questions, but settled them in a 
— which lives as the law of the 

The speaker paid a marked compii- 
ment to Judge Blodgett, the only one 
of those he had named who is living, 
declaring him the greatest trial judge 
he had ever known. 

As to the Bar of Illinois, it also, 
from Lincoln down to the t day, 
said Judge Hand, with the 
ablest in the country, and from this 
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fact had come the strength of the bench, 
the old proverb holding good, ‘*a strong 
bar makes a strong bench.’ 

Jobn S. Steveps, of Peoria, the out- 
going president of the bar association, 
was toastmaster, and at the conclusion 
of the speaking the incoming president, 
Judge Murray F. Tuley, was introduced 
to the members. 

Judge Hand followed W. J. White, 
king’s counsel of Montreal, Que., who 
came to speak for the bar of another 
country, and responded to the toast of 
**Our Guests.’’ He was there as-one 
of them, in fact the only one, and his 
remarks were of the common source 
from which Oanada and the United 
States drew their jurisprudence. He 
referred to the fraternal feeling between 
the two countries 1n law as in all other 
professions and business pursuits. 

Other toasts were ‘‘The New Law 
School,’’ responded to by Blewett Lee, 
and ‘‘Law and Lawyers,’’ by Clarence 
B. Chapman. 


IOWA. 


The eighth annual meeting of the 
Iowa State Bur Association opened at 
Dubuque on July 15. Lawyers from 
every section of the state were in at- 
tendance when President McConlogue, 
of Mason City, called the meeting to 
order. The audience included repre- 
sentatives of the Dubuque Bar Associa- 
tion, three members of the Supreme 
Court of Iowa and probably thirty dis- 
trict court judges, together with mem- 
bers of the Board of Oontrol. Over 100 
were in attendance. Attorney Glenn 
Brown gave the wecloming address, 
which was responded to by J. S. Olark, 
of Mason City. 

After the reports of the secretary and 
treasurer were read, Judge Remley, ot 
Anamosa, read a paper on ‘‘Should the 
Marriage of Feeble-Minded and De- 
generates be Prohibited by Law”’’ 
Judge Wade, of Iowa Oity, read a 
paper on ‘‘The Use and Abuse of 

Evidence. ’’ 
resident McOonlogue’s annual ad- 
dress was a review of the life and 
career of Supreme Justice Samuel Mii- 
ler. The annual banquet took place at 
Hotel Julien, President McOonlogue 
acting as toastmaster. 


KENTUCKY. 


The Kentucky State Bar Association, 
which was convened in annual session 
at Lexington on July 2, decided to 
continue its efforts to have the Legis- 
lature pass the act regulating admis- 
sions te the bar which was rejected at 
the last session. It provides for a 
Board of Examiners, which shall 
examine at the capital all applicants 
for license to practice law. 

The evening session was devoted 
to an address by former United States 
Senator William Lindsay. The Circuit 
Court room was crowded, ladies form- 
ing no inconsiderable part of the audi- 


ence. 

Judge Lindsay spoke on *‘ The Lawyer 
in Kentucky and Elsewhere.’’ 

In the course of his remarks he 
touched on the influence of corporations 
on the body of society through the 
fact that the lawyer was weaned away 
from the common people and the people 
were deprived of that restraining advice 
which does so much to prevent wrong. 

The withdrawal of lawyers from this 
sphere of influence by ‘the fact of their 
coming into pe one business solely, 
where they advised according to the 





letter of law and not the standard of 
good citizenship, was adverted to. 

‘*While business corporations are not 
wholly bad any more than they are 
altogether good, they cannot be said to 
be schools of ethical culture or institu- 
tions established for the encourage- 
ment of philanthropic action.’’ 


Mr. Malcolm Yeaman, of Henderson, 
in an address on ‘‘ Qualifications for a 
Lawyer,’’ advocated liberality in cases 
of applications for membership at the 
bar when the candidate has not had 
the benefit of a thorough legal training. 
Tothis Mr. E. J. McDermott, of Lonis- 
ville, took exceptions, and in a strong 
speech argued that only men thoroughly 
qualified to practice should be allowed 
tu do so. Both sides of the question 
were argued with equal vigor by others, 
with the result that the association 
decided to use its best efforts to improve 
the standard of the bar of the State. 

Mr. A. P. Humphrey, of Louisville, 
delivered an address on ‘‘The So-called 
Political Deliverances of the Oourt of 
Appeals of Kentucky,’’ and C. U. Mc- 
Elroy, of Bowhng Green, on ‘‘ The 
Glorious Uncertainties of the Law.’’ 
‘Restraints Upon Alienation of Real 
Estate, With Kspecial References to 
Kentucky Decisions,’’ was the subject 
of an address by Mr. OC. M. Lindsay, of 
Louisville. The meeting closed with 
the election of the following officers: 
©. U. McElroy, of Bowling Green, 
president, succeeding W. H. Mackoy, 
of Uovington; Bernard Flexner and t 
Kennedy Helm, of Louisville (re- 
elected), secretary and _ treasurer, 
respectively ; F. P. Strauss, of Louis- 
ville, vice-president for the Fourth 
District, and W. O. Harris, of Louis- 
ville, member of the executive com- 
mittee. 

The following among the lawyers 
from Lousiville attended the meeting: 

Morton V. Joyes, G. McDowell, 
Alex. P. Humphrey, Marshall Bullitt, 
Oharles M. Lindsay, John O. Strother, 
Pendieton ©. Beckley, KE. F. Trabue, 
E. J. McDermott, W. O. Harris, Lafon 
Allen, Oharles 8S. Grubbs, Shackleford 
Miller, Bernard Flexner, John Doolan, 
James Quarles, Frank P. Straus, 
Swagar Sherley, W. P. Hillsman, Ken- 
nedy Helm and L. R. Yeaman. 

The following are among the lawyers 
from the State who were in attendance: 

R. W. Nelson, Newport; L. J. 
Orawford, Newport; James P. Tarvin, 
Covington ; J. Embry Allen, — ne : 
John B. Allen, Lexington; W. O. P. 
Breckinridge, Lexington : .™ Ww. 
Arnett, Covington; W. H.* Mackoy, 
Covington; W. ©. G. Hobbs, Lexing- 
ton; Lewis McQuown, Bowling Green ; 
George Washington, Newport ; Malcolm 
Yeaman, Henderson; John 8S. Kelly, 
Bardstown, and O. U. MoElroy, Bowl- 
ing Green. 

The visitors were taken on a trolley 
ride by the Bar of Lexington, and were 
given a smoker by the Elks. They were 
shown the stock farms noar the city. 


MARYLAND. 


At the annual meeting of the xO, 
land Bar Association at Ocean Cit 
the following-named were elected o 
cers for the ensuing year: President, 
Benjamin <A. Richmond, Allegany 
County; one vice-presiden 
of the eight judicial circuits; secretary, 
rage 3 - Sams; treasurer, Frank 





MISSOURI. 


W. M. Williams, president of 
Pr. “Missouri Bar Association, has ap. 


nounced the appointment of th fol. 
lowing delegations and committe:s; 
Delegates to the American Bar Aggo. 
ciation—W. B. T asdale, retiring pregi- 
dent, Kansas Oity; James B. (Gantt, 
ee City; Selden P. Spencer, St, 


Gemeniaice of Jurisprudence and Law 
Reform—F rank P. Sebree, Kansas City, 
chairman ; Richard Field, Lexington; 
John A. Sea, Independence ; Ww. ¢ 
Scarritt, Kansas City; S. 8S. Brown, 
St. Louis. 

On Judicial Administration and 
Remedial Procedure—F’. N. “a St. 
Louis, chairman; Sanford B. Ladd, 
Kansas City ; Isaac H. Lionberger, St. 
Louis ; Andrew Ellison, Kirksville ; M, 
R. Smith, Farmington. 

Ono Legal Education and Admission 
to Bar—John D. Lawson, Volumbia, 
chairman; Walter B. Dougiass, st. 
Louis; John A. Hockaday, Falton; B. 
G. Thurman, Lamar; W. P. Borland, 
Kansas City. 

On Association and Legal Publica- 
tions—Oharles F. Gallenkamp, St. 
Louis, chairman; R. B. Oliver, Jack- 
son; O. B. Orawley, Keytesvilie; 
James F. Pitt, St. Joseph; Harold 
Juhnson, St. Louis 

On Grievances—W. H. Evans, West 
Plains, chairman; ©. 8. Palmer, 
Kansas City; Peyton A. Parks, Clin- 
ton; J. A. Collett, Keytesville; J. W. 
Boyd, St. Joseph. 

On Statutory Amendments—F. L. 
Schofield, Hannibal, chairman; Charles 
Claflin Allen, St. Louis; Jacob Klein, 
St. Louis; R. E. Ball, Kansas Vity; A. 
D. Barns, Platte City. 

On Legal Biography—R. F. Walker, 
St. Louis, chairman; Henry Lamm, 
Sedalia; N. M. Givan, Harrisonville; 
N. T. Gentry, Oolumbia; O. F. Gallen- 
kamp, St. Louis, 

Special Oommittee on Membership 
and Attendance—Virgil Oonkling, Car- 
rollton, chairman; James Black, 
— Oity; Selden P. Spencer, St. 


“one Committee on Universal Oon- 
gress of Law and Jurists—John F. 
Phillips, City, chairman; 
Gustine Lathrop, Kansas City; Virgil 
Conkling, Oarrollton; E. L. Scarritt, 
Kansas Oity; F. i Schofield, Han- 
nibal. 

NEW YORK. 


The Ulster County Bar Association, 
to cultivate the science of jurisprudence, 
to promote reforms in laws, to facilitate 
the administration of justice and ele- 
vate the standard of integrity, honor 
and courtesy among its members and 
to prevent untlicensed persons from 
practicing law, has been incorporated 
with the Secre of State. The 
directors are: A. T. Olearwater, K. 
Bernard, John G. Van Etten, H. 5S. 
Soop, Howard Ohipp, Amos Van At- 
ten, Charles F. Oantine, Onarles Irwin, 
Ohandler A. Oakes and Daniel B. Deyo, 
of Kingston, and Charles Davis, of 
Saugerties. The office of the associa- 
tion is to be located at Kingston and it 
will operate in Ulster county. 


OHIO, 


At the annual meeting of the om 
State Bar Association President S 
Wheeler dealt with the over-ca at, 
tion of the trusts and other usiness 
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He did not blame the business 
men so much as the lawmakers, hold- 
ing that if congress and the legislative 
podies of the various states had done 
their duty the unscrupulous watering 
of stocks would not have been possible. 

“We must squeeze the water out of 
our business enterprises,’’ he declared, 
“jgaving only the blood and bone, or 

qpe of these days the country will be 
wetronted with a crisis which will 
pring Widespread disaster to our com- 
mercial interests. 

“Not only are laws restricting over- 
capitaliaztion needed, but laws restrict- 

and regulating trusts. 

“Publicity alone,’’ said Mr. Wheeler, 
“will effect nothing. Business combi- 
nations are an essential part of the 
commercial system of the country, but 
when combination becomes monopoly 
the government should step in.’’ 

He complimented the Supreme Court 
on its stand in suppressing unconstitu- 
tional legislation, declaring that now 
that the General Assembly has had the 
fact that there is a state constitation 
which cannot be violated brought to 
their attention there will be an end of 
the unconstitutional and often vicious 
= legislation. Solicitor General 
. K. Richards was expected from 
Washington, but could not come 
because Of illness in his family. He 
sent a paper on ‘The insular Ques- 
tions;’’ which was read to the assembly. 

The afternoon session was devoted 
to a discussion of three questions pro- 
pounded by the Committee on Judicial 
Administration, namely: Should ail 
laws of a general nature have uniform 
operation ; the General Assembly shall 
pass no spevial act conferring corporate 
powers; should there be a constitu- 
tional amendment abolishing double 
stock liability? 


TEXAS. 


The late convention in Dallas, held 
by the Texas Bar Association, hunored 
a number of exponents of the law 
whose names stand high for all that is 
best in the profession. Mr. W. H. 
Ciark, of Dallas, who was chosen as a 
delegate to the American Bar Associa- 
po is rapidly becoming one of the 

most favorably known lawyers in the 
South. His paper on ‘‘ Deeds of Trust 
Preferring Oreditors,’’ read before the 
Texas Bar Association in 1897, has been 
generally read by the bench and bar, 
and the treatise shows exhaustive study 
and legal talents of the highest order. 
Mr. Olark has been the Bop accom of 
the Texas Bar Association, youngest 
in its history, and his address as presi- 
dent, discussing Texas laws, demon- 


strated a masterly conception of State 
legislation. He has earned his reputa- 
tion as a lawyer by his conduct of 
many important cases, notably among 
them the life insurance case of Mrs. 
Jennie M. Mettler against the Fidelity 
Mutual Life Insurance Oompany of 
Philadelphia, in which he recovered for 
the plaintiff $24,028, and established 
the constitationality of the Texas law 
allowing ‘‘ reasonable attorney fees and 
twelve per cent. damages’’ in addition 
to the policy, which case the Supreme 
Qourt of the United States affirmed 
by its opinion published in the June 
Bomber of the advance sheets rt the 
_. of that court, the opinion bei 

one of the most important ren 
by the Supreme Coart during this gen 
ation. When Mr. Olark began ne 
contest such state legislation was gen- 
@ally considered invalid. 
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Personal and Partnership Notes. 
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New England States. 


CONNEOCTIOUT. 

Hartford. — Augustine Lonergan, 
formerly of Rockville, a graduate of 
the Yale Law school, has come to Hart- 
ford and will begin the practice of his 
profession in this city. 

Wallingford.—Prosecuting Attorney 
J. R. Oampbell having resigned owing 
to pressure of private business, Judge 
Judd, of the Borough Oourt, has ap- 
pointed I. H. D. Fowler in his place. 


MAINE. 


Lewiston.—W. H. Putnam has moved 
to 8 Lisbon street. Telephone 118-24. 


Lewiston.—A new firm has been 
formed composed of Matthew McCarthy, 
formerly of Bangor, and D. J. O’Brien, 
under the name and style of O’Brien & 
McCarthy. 


Purtland.—The retirement of Judge 
Nathan Webb from the Federal Bench, 
and the formal induction into office of 
his successor, Hon. Olarence Hale, a 
brother of United States Senator 
Eugene Hale, took place recently. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Great Barrington.—W. Taylor Day 
bas bought out the business of Henry 
L. Wilcox and he will begin practice 
in this town at once. 

Lawrence. — Wm. L. Thompson, 
United States referee in bankruptcy, 
and Albert F. Sing, Jr., who has 
been connected with the referee for the 
past four years both in his judicial 
capacity and at his local law office, 
have entered into partnership under the 
firm name of Thompson & King. 


Kali River.—At a meeting of the Ex- 
ecutive Council on July 9, the Governor 
appointed L. Elmer Wood, of Fall 
River, district attorney for the southern 
district to succeed Lemuel LeBaron 
Holmes, appointed a justice of the Sa- 
perior Ovurt. 


Greenfield.—Hugh E. Adams has 
established a branch office at Green- 
field. 


New Bedford.—William B. Perry, 
Lester W. Jenney and George H. Potter 
announce the formation of a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Perry, 
Jenney & Potter, with offices at 57 
William street. 


North Adams.—Hugh P. Drysdale, 
private secretary to Oongressman 
George P. Lawrence, has opend an 
office in the Hoosac Savings Bank 
block. 

Salem.—Judge Lowell, of the United 
States Oourt in Boston, has announced 
the appointment of William Perry, of 
this city, as referee in bankruptcy for 
Essex county. 

South Framingham.—James E. Shea 
has opened law offices in South Fra- 
mingham, being associated with Walter 
Adams and Joseph J. Murley. He 
will still retain his residence in Natick. 

Worcester.—Thomas H. Sullivan, 
who has been associated with the firm 
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of Blackmer & Vaughan for the past 
six years, bas severed his connection 
with that firm and taken an office on 
the fourth floor of the State Matual, 
room 434, where he will practice sepa- 
rately. 





Middle Atlantic States. 
NEW JERSEY. 


Trenton.—A compliment was paid to 
the younger members of the bar of 
Mercer county when the Board of Free- 
holders elected John Lefferts Conard, 
of this any. County Solicitor, to suc- 
ceed the late Symmes B. Hutchinson. 


Mr. Conard has been one of the most 
successful cf the attorneys of his age in 
this section, having won for himself a 
high reputation as a criminal lawyer. 


NEW YORK. 


Attica.—The firm of Prescott & 
Wilkie has been dissolved. 


Buffalu.—Percival M. White, Philip 


with offices at 1009-1010 D. S. Morgan 
building. 


Middletown.—Thomas Watte has re- 
moved his offices to the Exchange 
building on North street. 


Syracuse. —Frank and Wel- 
come A. Betts have formed a co-part- 
— name of Hopkins 


Troy.—Frank H. Deal has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 
courts. 


Troy.—The offices of Andrew P. Mc- 
Kean have been removed from 16 to 15 
First street. 


Utica.—A. S. Malsan has opened an 
office in room 28 Mann building. 


Wellsville.—The firm of Ward & 
Grantier has been dissolved and each 
member will practice separately. 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 

Oarlisle.—William Geary, formerly 
of Paton, has opened an office in the 
Stewart building on West High street. 

Carbondaie.—W. H. Mumford has 
removed from Honesdale and has 
opened an office in this city in the W. 
E. Watt building. 





Southern States. 


ALABAMA, 
Camden.—The partnership » hitherto 
existing between R. CO. Jones and E. 
N. Jones has been dissolved by mutual 
consent. 


Jasper.—Oecil Gray has opened an 
office in Jasper. 


@ FLORIDA. 


Tampa.—The organization of the new 
firm of Phillips & Phillips has just 
been announced. It is composed of 
Judge: Barron and J. Craig Phillips. 


GEORGIA. 


Atlanta.—One of the recent political 
surprises was the reception by Gov. 
Candler of the resignation of Judge 
Joseph W. Bennet as judge of the 
Brunswick circuit. Judge Bennett re- 
tires to enter practice and will associate 
himself with Messrs. W. E. Kay and CO. 
B. Conyers, the firm to be known as 
Bennett & Conyers. 


TENNESSEE. 

Nashville.—Slemmons & Barthell, 
the well known firm, have been ap- 
pointed local counsel of the Nashville, 
Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway. The 
appointment was made by Judge Olaude 
Waller, general counsel of the road. 
Both members of the firm of Siem- 
mons & Barthell are recognized as 
Jeaders at the Nashville bar, although 
they are both still young men. Mr. 
Barthell began his law career as s 
member of the firm of Barthell & 
Keeble, and continued as a member of 
that firm until a few months ago, 
when Mr. Keeble was appointed division 
counsel for the Louisville & Nashville 
Railroad, to succeed Ohas. N. Burch, 
made general counsel of that road. 
Mr. Barthell then formed a partaership 
with Frank Slemmons and has contin- 
ued the practice of law very success- 
fully. 

VIRGINIA. 


Richmond.—Judge James CU. Lamb, 
of the Chancery Oourt, has announced 
that he will retire from the bench and 
resume practice. His decision, which 
comes as a surprise, is made known 
through an open letter to the Richmond 
bar, which will nominate his successor. 
Judge Lamb will tender his resignation 
to take effect October 6. He hus been 
on the bench eleven years, and has 
made an excellent judge. He is a 
brother of Congressman John Lamb, 
and before assuming the judgeship 
was a successful practitioner and an 
influential Democratic leader. 





Central States. 
ILLINOIS. 
Chicago.—The firm of Dickson & 
Burras has been dissolved by mutual 
consent. George E. Dickson will re- 
main in the offices formerly occupied 
by the firm, 1802 Security building. 
C. H. Barras, having been appointed 


attorney for Joseph H. Strong, Publiv 
Administrator, has removed his office 








to the First Natio Bank building 
and will be associated with Mr. Strong 
in the same suite of offices, so as to 
cause as little trouble as possible to 
lawyers who have occasion to consult 
the Public Administrator or his attor- 
ney, Mr. Burras’ telephone number 
being Oentral 991. 

Chicago.—Edwin J. Mosser was re- 
cently admitted as a junior partner to 
the firm of Rubens, Dupuy & Fischer. 
The name of the firm remains un- 
changed. Harry Rubens, who has been 
engaged in other matters, is now devot- 
ing himself personally to general prac- 
tice. .. poowtli 

Ohicago.—Jacob Levin (formerly 
with the firm of Moses, Rosenthal & 
Kennedy ), is now associated with Frank 
J. R. Mitchell, and they will continue 
general practice under the firm name 
of Mitchell & Levin. The offices of 
the new law firm are at 1415-1416 
Title & Trust building. 


INDIANA. 


~ Indianapolis.—Warner ;A. Rose, 
formerly of Lafayette, has*begun‘prac- 
tice in Indianapolis. umeen 
= Ligonier.—W. H. Wighton has formed 
a@co-partnership with Mr. P. B. Green, 
of Lagrange, | Indiana, who has taken 
up his residence here. The firm™ will 
hereafter be Wighton & Green. 
Mariou.—John W. Franks, recently 
admitted to the bar, has been taken 
icto partnership by his brother, Frank- 
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~ Princeton.—W. E. Stilwell and Henry 
Keuster have formed a ership and 
Mr. Stankle has moved his office fix- 
tures from the Trippett building on 
the north side of the square to the office 
of Mr. Stilwell on the south side. '*———- 


LO ET 
south Bend.—Charles A. Davey and 
rank M. Davis, under the firm name 
of Davey & Davis, have arranged to 
conduct in connection with their 
general law business a real estate, in- 
surance, loan and investment depart- 
ment, at the ground floor office, 108 
North Main street, heretofore occupied 
by Mr. Davey. =a 
IOWA. vom 


es — = 

Dez. Moines. —Gov. Cummins on J uly 
17, appointed Geo. W. Dye of Nevada. 
Iowa, to succeed Judge Kenyon who 
resigned his position on the district 


bench? 
“MIOHIGAN.* 


Battle Oreek.—John: W. Bailey has 
opened an office here, 

*Birmingham.—O. ~J. Daugherty, 

formerly of Ann Arbor, has decided to 
locate in Birmingham. 


sa “OHIO. 

Ofeveland.—Lewis J. Wood has 
formed a partnership with Benjamin 
Gage, assistant director of law of the 
city of Cleveland. 

McOonnellsville.—Gov. Nash has 
decided to appoint Judge W. B. Orew, 
of McOonnellsville, to the place on the 
Supreme bench made vacant by the 
death of Chief Justice Williams. 
=Rivevilie.—T. 8S. Becker is the name 
of a new, Howard county attorney who 
& few weeks ago located at Riceville, 
with offices in Dr. Lee’s building. 

Toledo.—Prof. J. I. Ward, principa 
of the Jefferson school, has a 
law office in rooms 310 and 311, Valen- 
tine building. 


——"* 








WISCONSIN. 
Marshfield.—George H. \otcalt bag 
opened an office at Marshfiel:. 





Western States. 


CALIFORNIA. 

San Francisco.—Henry 8. Foote hy 
been appointed: by President Roosevel; 
associate judge of the Chocktaw ang 
Chickasaw Citizenship OCuurt 

San Francisoo.—Alfred and Hiran 
Johnson, formerly of Sacramento, hay 
decided -to open an office in San Fray. 


cisco, 
KANSAS. 
Independence.—O. P. Ergenbrigh; 
and 8S. H. Piper have formed a qm. 
partnership and will have their offig 
over Truby’s jewelry store. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Aberdeen. —Judge Orofoot has move 
his office into the rooms formerly q. 
cupied by the public library in th 
Wells block. LeClaire & Yeaton hays 
moved into the room formerly occupiei 
by Judge Crofoot. 

Deadwood.—R. O. Hayes and Jasop 
Baker have entered into partnership. 





NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac 
ticing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 


(New York attorneys are requested t 
send notices of of address, organizatia 
and disso) 





Blumenstiel & Hirsch Dissolve. 


After being in existence for a quarter 
of a century, the firm of Blumenstied 
& Hirsch has been dissolved. Alex. 
ander, Emanuel and Edwin Blumenstiel 
have formed a co-partnership under 
the name of Blumenstiel & Blumen- 
stiel. Morris J. Harsch has established 
offices with Herbert H. Maas, who was 
managing attorney in the office of the 
old firm. 





Degree for Judge Blanchard. 


Judge James A. Blanchard, of the 
Supreme Oourt, has received official 
notification that the degree of Doctor 
of Laws has been conferred upon him 
by his alma mater, Ripon Vollege, 


Ripon, Wis. pa 

Judge Blanchard, whose early home 
was in Wisconsin, served through the 
Civil War, and at its close entered 
Ripon Oollege, from which he graduated 
in 1871. He subsequently came to New 
York, studied law at Oolumbia College 
Law School, graduating in 1873, and 
then being admitted to the bar. 

Ripon College, which has just honored 
Judge Blanchard, is the leading educa- 
— institution in the State of Wis 
consin. 





Richard F. Price Sentenced. 


Lawyer Richard F. Prive, who ba 
been running a divorce mill in this city 
for a number of years, was sen 
by Judge Newburger in General Se- 
sions to three years and nine months 
in State prison. Before being taken 
to Sing Sing Price will be compelled # 
serve a nine months’ sentence on Black 
we'l's Island for a conviction had two 
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ears ago In the same court and which 
was affirmed by the Appellate Division 
of the Supreme Oourt. 

Price was convicted in General Ses- 
sions for having issaed a bogus divorce 
to Mrs. Elizabeth Rohleder, of 208 East 
Eighteenth street. The decree was sup- 

sed to have been signed by Supreme 
Oourt Justice Truax. 





New Title Company Organized. 


Articies of incorporation of the 
Westchester and Bronx Title and Mort- 
gage Goarantee Company have been 
filed in the Westchester County Olerk’s 
office. The company bas also received 
a license from the State Insurance De- 
partment to transact business in West- 
chester Oounty and this city. The 
capital stock will be $500,000, and the 
principal offices will be in White 
Plains. 

The names of the following lawyers 
appear as the organizers of the com- 

: Maarice Villon, of Portchester ; 
illiam Sam Johnson, of Mamaroneck ; 
Richard O’Gormaa, of Larchmont; 
Henry W. Sackett, of Mamaroneck ; 
Judge William Popham Platt, of White 
Piains; Sarrogate Theodore H. Silk- 
man, of Yonkers ; Charles H. Young, 
of New Rochelle; Frank V. Millard, of 
Tarrytown; Assemblyman J. Mayhew 
Wainwright, of Rye; John M. Digney, 
of White Plains; Arthur Outram 
Sherman, of Rye, and W. F. Judson 
and Wilson P. Brown, Jr., of White 
Plains. B. Frank Palmer, for twenty 
yeais an expert in the Westchester 
Register's office, is also a director. The 
corporation will conduct a loan busi- 
ness, insure titles and gaarantee and 
sell mortgages. 





Justice Fursman to Practice. 


Justice of the Supreme Court Edgar 
L. Fursman, who was appointed a 
justice of the Appellate Division of the 

ird Department by Governor Odell 
on January 1 of this year and who 
has for the t five years presided 
over most of the terms of the criminal 
branch of the Supreme Conurt in Man- 
hattan, will, upon his retirement from 
the Supreme Uvourt bench, on Septem- 
ber,1 next, engage in the practice of 
his profession here. Justice Fursman 
has formed a partnership with John 
T. Little, Jr., who has for the last 
eight years been in charge of the prep- 
aration of defense of cases brought 
against the Metropolitan Street Railway 
Company. The firm will be known as 


_ Forsman & Little. 





Not In Contempt. 


Judge Fitzgerald, of the Supreme- 


Court, has denied the application which 
was made in behalf of the committee 
of Mrs. Alma Louise Larner, to punish 
the firm of MacFarland, Taylor & 
Costello for alleged contempt of a 
because they instituted proceedings 

Brooklyn and succeeded in having hae 
Teleased from a sanitarium, notwith- 
standing the fact that a jury in this 
county had declared that she was not 
cured of her habit of drink and that 
. would not be for her good to release 
er. 

Mrs. Larner has been married three 
times, her last hubsand being but 25 
years old, while she is 20 years older. 
Her daughter by a former husband has 
brought an action to have this third 
marriage annulled, on the ground that 
her mother was incompetent at the 
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time it was entered into. Mrs. Larner 
has property worth several hundred 
thousand dollars and an income of $15,- . 
000 a year. 

Her counsel claimed that they haa 
a perfect right to go before Judge 
Gaynor on a writ of habeas corpus and 
ask for the release of Mrs. Larner on 
the ground that she no longer had any 
desire for intoxicants, and Judge 
Gaynor released her on probation to 
give her a trial. 





Lawyers’ Surety Co. Absorbed. 


By the purchase of a majority of the 
capital stock of the Lawyers’ Surety 
Company, the principal stovckbolders of 
the United States Fidelity and Guaran- 
tee Company have acquired control of 
the first-named concern. The old offi- 
cers of the Lawyers’ Surety Company 
have retired and officers representing 
the new interests have taken possessiun. 

At the same time the capital stock 
has been reduced from $500,000 to 
$250,000 by the declaring of a dividend. 

The newly chosen officers of the 
Lawyers’ Surety Company are: John 
R. Bland, presidant; Andrew Freed- 
man, first vice-president; Sylvester J. 
O. Sullivan, second vice-president; 
George R. Oollis, secretary, and Walter 
U. Schryber, treasurer. 

The retiring officers are: Joel B. 
Erhardt, president; Sherman W. 
Knevals, first vice- president ; Benjamin 
E. Hall and Joel Rathbone, vice-presi- 
dents; Louis E. Kuster, secretary, and 
John I. Waterbury, treasurer. 





“ALL WAS UPON NO FAULT OF 


THIS PLAINTIFF.” 


A friend and subscriber of ours down 
in Kentucky has kindly forwarded us 
a specimen of law as she is sometimes 
practiced in the.Biue Grass State. The 
following verbatim copy of a petition 
recently filed in a divorce case is about 
the richest treasure trove that we have 
come across fur some time: 

-Hopkins circuitZcourt. 

~ Sinna Prow,- V8. “Van Prow,- Petition 
in Equity. 
the Plaintiff’ Sinn Prow states that 
she and the defendant Van Prow was 
married in this State in the year 1898 
and they each reside in Hopkins County 
and have far past year next before the 
commencement of this action 
Says the cause for a divorce here an 
after set forth ocured within five years 
from the commencement of this ac action 
and in this State ~ aie 
Says that She and defendant lived to- 
gether only part of there time Since 
there marige continuly parting. Says 
last May the defendant locked the doore 
to there dweling House and drove this 
plaintiff os from home and all was 

m no fault of this plaintiff. Says 
She allways treated defendant kind 
and made him a true wife. Says de- 
fendant was at all times Ill and cross 
and unkind & disagreble. =~ => 

Says he had the gunn Loaded: to, blow 
my Brains out with 

Says he tole me to eat Blue*Stone | it 
was good for my ia 

Says defendant has “Some ~ property 
and plaintiff prays for a part of Said 
property as She has n no means 3 of 


Siport. ‘*s"*" 
therefore Plaintiff ‘Prays for a or a Divorce 
for matermony. 
atty for Plainff. 











BOOK REVIEWS. 


An entirely new edition of that well 
and most favorably known New 
York Code of Civil Procedure, which 
bears the name of R. M. Stover, 
has been recently issued by the Banks 


Law Publishing Company, of 21 Mur- 
ray street, New York. This is printed 
from all new electrotype plates, not a 
page of the old plates being used. § 
There are new annotations and a new 
index, with an appendix of very valuable 
material consisting of some 150 

The enormous value of this book is real- 
ized all over the State of New York, 
and a more extended notice would be 
largely a work of supererogation. It 
is divided into three,parts, the first 
consisting of the Code proper, the 
second of the rules of the various courts, 
and the third of the index. ‘he work 
is in the usval three-volume style, the 
price being $22. 50 net. The annota- 
tions are by Amasa J. Parker, of 
Albany, whose name is a sufficient 
guarantee of accurate and exhaustive 
workmanship. 


Cyclopedia of Law and Procedure, 
edited by William Mack and Howard 
P. Nash, volume IV, ‘‘ Assignments, ’’ 
to ‘‘ Baggage.’’ NewYork : The Amer- 
ican Law Book Company, 76 William 
street. London: Butterworth & Oo., 
12 Bell Yard, 1902. 

We have heretofore had occasion to 
commend to our readers the earlier 
volumes of this work as they appeared. 
What was then said applies with equal, 
if not greater, force to the volume now 
before us. The fact that we have said 
it before does not detract from the 
force. of our previous commendation of 
the plan by which all] the law—both 
substantive and adjective—is to be 
treated im one work. Pleading and 
Practice and substantive law are so 
closely interrelated that a logical divi- 
sion 3s not only impracticable, put if 
justifiable at all, only for financial rea- 
sons—the benefit, of course, accruing 
to the publishers. 

The volume now in our hands, the 
fourth of the series, commences with 
‘* Assignments” and ends with ‘‘Bag- 

ents,’’ written by 

Roderick r. bauer, some time of 

the St. Louis Court of Appeals, isa 

complete and exhaustive treatment of 
that subjeat.. ‘‘ Assignments for the 

Benefit of Creditors’’ is fully treated 

by Marion ©. Early, of the St. Louis 

bar, whose edition of ‘‘Bishop’s Com- 
mentaries on the Law of 

Crimes’’ fully warrants the conclusion 

that the subject has been ably and 

comprehensively handled. ‘The urticle 
covers 175 pages, and is exhaustively 
written up in that space. ‘‘ Associa- 
tions,’’? by H. Gerald Chapin, editor 
of the ‘‘American Lawyer;’’ ‘‘As- 
sumpsit, Action of,’’ edited by Jona- 
Ross, former Judge of the Sa- 


J] 


Missouri ; 
eers,’’ by Archibald C. Boyd, of the 
Maine bar, are among the other sub- 
Perhaps the most important topic to 
the general practitioner is ‘‘ Attach- 
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ments,’’ edited by Roger Foster, author 
of ‘‘Foster’s Federal Practice.’’ No 
existing text book has covered this sub- 
ject adequately and an examination of 
this treatment in the American and 
English Encyclopaedia of Law (2d 
ed.) shows, to say the least, some haste 
and carelessness in its preparation. 

A feature of this work, which con- 
tinues especially to commend itself, is 
the words and phrases arranged alpha- 
betically ; the words are learnedly de- 
fined and the phrases admirably 
selected. 

We cheerfally commend this work 
te the bench and bar, as it seems to be 
realizing every promise made by its 
publishers and destined to bceome the 
great compendium of American law 
and practice,—a monument to Ameri- 
can enterprise and a boon to lawyers. 





Studies in Juridical Law, by Horace E, 
Smith, LL. D. Published by T. H. 
Fiood & Company, Uhicago, Il, 

The author has prepared a work, 
evidently for the use of students about 
to begin legal studies, and there can 
be no question but that it amply fulfills 
its purpose. He has approached the 
matter from an exceedingly critical 
and philosophical standpoint—so critical 
and philosophical, indeed, that the trea- 
tise at first blush presents sumewhat an 
appearance of ‘‘padding.’’ Personally 
we think that the work could have 
been boiled down to about two-thirds 
of its present size, without deteriorat- 
ing very much in the process. Indeed 
the author has, at times, wandered 
somewhat astray, a fact which is par- 
ticularly evident in his discussion of 
literary property and international 
copyright. Still, apart from this defect 
the book deserves much commendation. 
Not only will this work give the 
student an exceedingly mtimate 
acquaintance with the framework of 
our jurisprudence, but it is scarcely 
conceivable how after its perusal he 
can fail to be a better and a truer citi- 
zen. 





A Brief of Necroscopy and its Medico- 
Legal Relation : by Gustav Schmitt, 
M. D. Published by Funk & Wag- 
nalls Oompany, New York Oity. 
Price $1 net. 


This pocket manual, bound in leather, 
of only some 186 pages and whose size 
is but 33;x614 has been prepared to 
meet the special needs of physicians, 
lawyers, and expert witnesses. It sup- 
plies in brief form, and yet with every 
essential detail, all practical facts con- 
nected with the study, diagnosis, tech- 
nique, and the medivo-legal aspect of 
@ post-mortem examination. To the 
physician the advantage of the book is 
apparent. The suddenness of a call 
to make a post-mortem examination 
leaves little time for him to post himself 
on the subject. It is unpleasant as 
well as inconvenient to carry along a 
medical library for reference. By 
reason of its size, Dr. Schmitt’s little 
manual can always be slipped into the 
pocket to serve as a complete guide for 
whatever emergency may arise. It 
also means to the physician protection 
from the law. It is of great value 
when he makes a section and aguin 
when he reports upon the case. It pre- 
pares him to give testimony, and so 
saves him from the badgering of at- 
torneys and the criticism of the general 


public. 








On the other hand, it assists the at- 
torney in cross-examination, especially 
upon the point as to whether the post- 
mortem was conducted according to 
law, and whether the diagnosis was 
correct. 


To the expert witness it is a post- 
mortem in a nutshell. 

In its way it 1sa kind of a ‘‘ Stephens 
Digest.’’ The author has taken up 
the question of pvust-mortems, begin- 
ning with the physician’s preparation 
therefor, headed by a column of ‘‘ Prac- 
tical Hints and Dont’s.’’ Then he 
passes to the technique of the subject, 
then to the procedure upon completion 
of the autopsy. His description of the 
appearance of the body in cases of 
poisoning is particularly valuable. It 
would be money well spent for every 
city in this country to purchase a 
number of these works in order that 
they may be placed in the hands of 
the proper officials. 





The Elements of the Law of Sale of 
Personal Property: by Wm. L. 
Burdick, Ph. D., LL. B. (Yale) Pro- 
fessor in the University of Kansas 
School of Law. Published by T. H. 
Flood & Oompany, Chicago, Lil. 


The author makes no pretense to do 
anght else than attempt to present in 
a compact yet elementary form ail the 
leading topics of this most important 
sub-division of the law of contracts, 
and the need of the student has evi- 
dently been his controlling thought. 
All essential questions connected with 
the subject have been taken up and the 
student who gives Dr. Burdick’s work 
the careful attention which it merits 
will obtain a thorough knowledge of 
the fundamentals of this particular 
branch of jurisprudence. The key-note 
of the present work is its exceeding 
conciseness and compactness. In real- 
ity, it is more a digest than a treatise. 
Not confined to the decisions of any 
one jurisdiction is of a cope sufficiently 
broad to render the work of value as a 
text-book in any law school in the 
country. 





Elements of the Law of Real Property, 
with leading and illustrative cases, 
by Grant Newell, Professor of the 
Law of Real Property in the Ohicago- 
Kent Oollege of Law. Published by 
T. H. Flood & Oompany, Chicago, 
Til. 

This is still another work designed 
for the use of the student and no faalt 
can be found with its ability to fulfill 
its purpose. Of course, this very pur- 
pose renders it of too elementary a 
nature to make it of much value to 
the practicing lawyer and criticism 
should, therefore, be solely directed to 
its use in the class room. That it will 
give the student a good working 
knowledge of the law, of real property 
there can be no question, and that the 
future members of the bar will find 
much. profit and instruction in its 
perusal cannot be doubted. The author, 
as a teacher of law has borne in mind 
the needs of those who sit at his feet 
for instruction and has governed him- 
self accordingly, so that the result is 
a really valuable accession to the class 
of legal text books. 









Lectures Delivered in the University 
of Cambridge, by Courtney Stanhope 
Kenny, LL. D., of Lincoln’s Ino, 
Barister-at-Law ; University Reader 
in Englhsh Law; late M. P. for 
Barnsley. Published by the MacMi|. 
lan Company of New York Uity, 
Price $2.50. 


This treatise is based upon lectures 
delivered by the author at the Univer. 
sity of Cambridge. It must be owned 
at the outset that we were somewhat 
prejudiced against another of the 
numerous, one might almost be inclined 
to say multitudinous, works treating 
of the subject in question. While, no 
doubt, it will prove of distinct value to 
students of the particular University 
somewhat in the way that a sborthand 
report of the lectures would do, it is 
difficult to conveive what value it may 
possess for the average lawyer. So far 
as we have been able to discover there 
is nothing novel in the author’s method 
of treatment, in fact several other 
works can be easily recalled that have 
gone over the subject in » much more 
complete and thvrough manner. Dr. 
Kenny 1s at his best when discussing 
the modes of judicial proof, his treat- 
ment of the question of circumstantial 
evidence being an excellent though 
brief presentation of the subject. 





The Canada Oompanies’ Act 1902, An- 
notated, by Morris, Holt & Gaudet, 
Solicitors. Published by O. Theoret, 
Montreal, Oan. Price 50 cents. 


The compilers of this work have per- 
formed a service-of enormous value to 
their professional brethren of Oanada. 
They followed the bil] through its suc- 
cessive stages, at the request of their 
clients, the Canadian Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, and were thus in a better position, 
than any member of the bar, to give 
it exceedingly careful annotation. Can- 
ada, by her Companies’ Act, has now 
come into line with England and th: 
United States in a uniform and liberal 
Corporation Law. Hence it can be 
seen that the value of the present work 
to vorporation attorneys and to business 
men can scarcely be overestimated. 





The Law of Street Surface Railrouds, 
by Andrew J. Nellis, of the Johns- 
town (New York) Bar. Published 
by Matthew Bender, Albany, N. Y. 
Price $6 net or $6.80 delivered. 


The present is a well prepared work 
upon a practically new subject. The 
author deserves considerable congratu- 
lation for his power of analysis and for 
the research which he has brought to 
bear. We have carefully examined the 
notes which are exceedingly well pre- 
pared, in fact the balance of power be- 
tween text and notes has been better 
kept than. in any work we have seen 
for some time. ticism can be made 
in a few instances, however, notably in 
the author’s definition of a street rail- 
road, but these are too few to detract 
from the general usefulness. As «aD 
illustration of the author’s method of 
treatment, we quote the following dis- 
cussion on the gen power of the 


eral 
municipality to regulate street rail- 
roads. 


Megan = fr the Common Oouncil or 
ve body of a municipality 
clothed with power t? 


other legisla 
1s, by statute, 
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ate the streets by ordinance, and 
also to provide, by ordinance, the map- 
ner in which corporations or. persons 
gball exercise any privilege granted 
them in the use of the same, to pre- 
yent immoderate riding, or driving 
therein, to regulate the running of 
joomotives and railroad cars therein, 
and by ordinance, so far as may be 
necessary, to provide for the gvood 
vyernment, order, and protection of 
perty and persons. The Legislature, 
when it anthorized the ase of the public 
streets for street railroad purposes, was 
presumed to have intended that the 
grantee of the franchise should hold its 
ivileges subject to such regulations 
as were reasonably necessary for the 
common use of the street for a street 
railroad and for ordinary travel. 
Nearly all kinds of reasonable regula- 
tions can be imposed upon street rail- 
roads in the use of streets by a manici- 
pality, under the authority granted by 
the Legislature to pass ordinances to 
regulate the use of the streets, and such 
regulations are never declared unlawful 
on the ground that they impair the 
franchises of the company. The power 
grantea to municipal bodies to legislate 
by ordinance, is a grant to a subordi- 
nate body, and its legislative avts, 
when counter to the acts of the State 
Legislature, mast give way; but these 
companies nevertheless hold their fran- 
chises subject to such municipal regula- 
tions as do not unreasonably interfere 
with the exercise of the franchises oun- 
ferred by the legislative. The fran- 
chises are exercises upon a public high- 
way, for the public benefit, which 
highway is acquired and improved for 
the benefit and advantage of the public 
at large. The position is different from 
that of a railroad company exercising 
its franchise upon a roadbed of its own. 
The grantee in the former case is sub- 
ject to municipal regulations of a 
greater ‘scope in the interests of the 
public at large than would. be justifiable 
in the case of the companies occupying 
and using their own roadbeds. Under 
this power, ordinances regulating the 
we of the streets by street rai/ways 
have become frequent, especially so 
since the introduction of electricity as 
& motive power, with its capacity for 
a high rate of speed, as weil as other 
dangerous and obstructive capacities. 
Their operation must be reasonably safe, 
reasonably consistent and in harmony 
with the legal customary use of the 
street by the general public; and ordi- 
nances to enforce this rule of law are 
reasonable in purpose and effect. Even 
direct legislative authority to a street 
railroad company to carry passengers 
through the streets of a city does not 
exempt the corporation from municipal 
or police control. The principle isa 
general one, that when a business is 
authorized to be conducted by a cor- 
poration within a municipality the lat- 
ter presumptively possesses the same 
right to regulate it that it has over like 
business conducted by private persons. 
A grant to a corporation of the right to 
Own property and transact business 
confers no immunity from any police 
control to which a citizen could be sub- 
jected; and a reasonable regulation 
of the enjoyment of the franchise is 
nota denial of the right nor an in- 
vasion of the franchise, or a deprivation 
of its property, or interference with 
the business of the on. The 
company is presumed to know that the 
ess Of operating a city street rail- 

Way must be conducted ander such 
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reasonable rules and regulations as the 
municipality may impose, and subject 
to its share of the burdens incident to 
the conduct of the municipal govern- 
ment. The question then is, what are 
reasonable regulations? Now, it is 
within the inherent police power of a 
municipal corpuration to regulate or re- 
strain the use of electricity as a motive 
power within the corporate limits; and 
any ordinance justified by the danger of 
such use cannot be regarded as unrea- 
sonable. An ordinance declaring the 
turnouts of a street railroad company 
to be an unlawfal obstruction, and di- 
recting the street committee to employ 
counsel and take lawful measures to 
remove them, is not unreasonable 
although permission had been granted 
by a city ordinance for the company to 
lay its tracks and construct al! neces- 
sary turnouts. But where a single 
street railway turnout 1,500 feet long 
had been built parsuant to permission 
granted by the Oity Ovuancil to build 
necessary turnouts and had been in use 
a long time, and had been made by 
connecting two turnouts each 500 feet 
long, whicn had been built more than 
two years before and maintained 
without objection, by constructing an 
intervening 500 feet of turnout, so as 
to make one continuous turnoat, an 
ordinance passed without notice or 
hearing directing its removal is unrea- 
sonable. An ordinance requiring all 
passenger cars operated by electric 
power in any street of the city to have 
proper and suitable fenders to prevent 
accidents. and making it unlawful to 
operate such cars in the street without 
such fenders, is not unreasonable. 
Where the statute authorizes the com- 
mon council of the city to make such 
reasonable regulations and ordinances 
as to the rate of speed, mode of use of 
tracks and removal of ice and snow 
as the interests or convenience of 
the public may reguire, it relates solely 
to the preservation of the interests and 
convanience of the public in the use 
of the streets and tracks as such, and 
any regulations, to be lawful, must be 
directed to matters connected with 
the construction and operation of the 
cars which in some manner involve 
and affect the streets and tracks and 
their use. Therefore, the common 
council would have no authority to 
direct that during the winter months 
no car should be operated upon any 
street railroad of the city unless such 
car should hive a vestibule built upon 
each end thereof sufficient to afford 
protection from the weather to motor- 
men, conductors, and others standing 
upon the platforms of such cars. How- 
ever reasonable such ordinance may be 
in itself 1t is to be condemned as an 
exercise of a power not inherent to 
municipal existence, an interference 
with the affairs of the company which 
the legislature has failed and apparently 
refused to authorize, and the assertion 
of a right on the part of the city 
which it did not, so far as appears, 
reserve to itselfasa condition of the 
consents to the use of its streets by 
the company. An ordinance prohibit- 
ing the use of salt on a street railroad 
track, except on curves at street cor- 
ners, is not invalid asan impairment 
of the franchise of the company as 
a restriction of the operation of its 
road, merely because. it will occasion 
—_- ce or — expense a 
vent the company from operating® 
st 8u anceeamtulty, and evidence that 
the use of salt is necessary to make it 





possible to run street cars at a low 
place in which the water guthers during 
the day and freezes at night is not 
sutticient to show that the ordinance 
prohibiting its use is unreasonable, 
since it does not appear that at reason- 
able expense the water cannot be di- 
verted from the tracks. A city ordi- 
nance to correct abuses of the transfer 
system by compelling a passenger to 
use his transfer within the time limit 
and prohibiting him from selling it or 
giving it away is not unreasonable or 
oppressive. The genera! rale 1s that the 
word ‘‘may’’ imposes a duty whenever 
it is employed in a statute to delegate 
a power, the exercise of which is 
important for the protection of public 
or private interests, and where the 
statute so authorizes a municipal board 
to designate the number of street rail- 
road tracks that shall be laid in any 
street, lane, or avenue of the city, the 
court cannot set aside as unreasonable 
an ordivance which authorizes the lay- 
ing of double tracks. Where under 
authority a street railroad company 
has laid double tracks in many city 
streets, if is a reasonable regulation of 
the use of one of those streets to, there- 
after and before the completion and 
operation of the road therein, provide 
that but a single track in that street 
should be used instead of the double 
tracks which had been first provided 
for. A _ street railroad company is 
bound by the terms of an ordinance 
granting its franchises, rights, and 
limiting the speed of its car, and hav- 
ing accepted the benefits thereunder it 
cannot insist that any part thereof is 
unreasonable. So, where it is autho- 
rized to put ina Y at a given street 
with the proviso that it shall, if so 
ordered by the Common Oouncil, re- 
move the Y within sixty days after 
service upon it of a copy of an order of 
the Commor Oouncil directing it to do 
so, it is bound by such agreement and 
must remove the Y when ordered. If 
it acccept an ordinance granting the 
right to lay its tracks in the streets re- 
quiring them not to be raised above 
the surface, and to be so laid and main- 
tained that vehicles can freely cross at 
any point, it must fill up the surface of 
the streets along the outside of the rails 
where it wears or wastes away, and 
cannot be regarded as a trespasser in 
so doing. If the ordinance is condi- 
tioned that it shall keep the surface of 
the street inside its rails and six inches 
outside its tracks in good repair, tnen 
it must keep all its lines within the 
municipality in such repair, althongh it 
was authorized to construct and operate 
@ part of those lines by an act impos- 
ing no such duty. If it require the 
railroad company to complete its tracks 
within the streets and put them in 
operation within one year, the consent 
of the municipality is limited to one 
year unless the road is actually operated 
within that time. An ordinance author- 
izing it to put in ‘‘ such turnouts, 
switches, and sidetracks as may be 
deemed necessary,’’ and providing that 
the whole length of the road shall be 
deemed one road, does not authorize 
the construction by the company of a 
Y switch to make a turning point for 
another street railroad company. 
Whenever any regulation has been 
made, with authority, as to the existing 
road, the same regulation will be appli- 
cable to any extension of the same road 
within the city limits. If the rights 
of the railroad company are acquired 
subject to a constitutional provision 
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that all its privileges and franchises 
shall be subject to legislative control, 
and that there shall be no irrevocable 
or uncontrollable grant of special privi- 
leges or immunities, an enlargement of 
the habilty of the companv for paving 
street is not unconstitutional. In Ohio 
it has been held that power is not con- 
ferred upon cities by the Ohio Revised 
Statutes, Section 3438, to authorize 
street railroad companies to extend their 
tracks over State or county roads under 
the supervision of the County Commis- 
sioners without condemnation or an 
agreement with the commissioners, but 
only to grant such right subject to the 
obligation of making such agreement 
or instituting such proceedings. In 
New York, where the General Railroad 
Act gives street railroad companies the 
power to construct necessary sidings or 
turnouts, provided it obtain authority 
therefor from the city authorities, a 
street railroad company has no right to 
maintain a siding on Ninth avenue in 
the City of Brooklyn unless it has first 
obtained the consent of the Common 
Council, although another statute 
granted to the Department of Parks in 
the City of Brooklyn full and exclusive 
powre to determine the particular loca- 
tion of any railroad track which was 
then or might thereafter be placed upon 
the roads, streets, or avenues forming 
the boundary ot the park (of which 
avenues Ninth avenue was one). A 
court of equity cannot interfere with 
the manner 1n which an electric rail- 
road shall be constructed upon a public 
highway over which a municipality, 
like a county, has control. 





Morphinism and Narcomanias from 
other Drugs, their Etiology, Treat- 
ment and Medico-legal Relations, by 
T. D. Crothers, M. D. Published by 
W. B. Saunders & Company, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. Price $2, net. 

The reviewer’s somewhat limited ac- 
quaintance with the science of medicine 
makes it somewhat difficult for him to 
criticise in a competent manner a work 
on the present subject, especially one 
which emanates from the pen of as 
distinguished a specialist as Dr. 
Crothers. This, despite the fact that 
it has evidently been the rt _- 
pose to prepare not so much a treatise 
for the B wos sere as a text book for the 
medical jurist, that the author has 
ably performed his task, there can be 
no question. It is inevitable that the 
book should become a standard. 

Dr. Orothers first takes up the history 
of morphinism, giving its classifications 
and stages, its etiolczy, symptomatol- 
ogy and diagnosis. He passes then to 
the treatment, after which he considers 
the prevalence and diagnosis of opium- 
taking, the medico-legal relation of 
crime and responsibility, cocainism, 


chloralism, chloroformism, coffee 
addiction, tea, tobacco and ether ine- 
briety. 


Before quoting Dr. Orothers’ direct 
language that we may present an illus- 
tration of his method of treatment, we 
desire to pay a deserved compliment to 
the publishers for the manner in which 
this work is printed, bound and other- 
wise ‘‘ gotten up.’’ 

Now let us see what the author says 
as to the question of chloralism. 
‘*Chioralism,’’ he states, ‘tis another 
form of drug addiction which has ap- 
peared more frequently among women. 
As in many other forms of drug dis- 








eases, some previous neurosis and 
special predisposition are found to pre- 
cede the first use of this drug.’’ 

While chloral may be given medi- 
cinally or some time without causing 
gastric or intestinal derangement or 
producing any particularly lasting 
effects that are notable, yet there is 
alwajs the possibility of the cultivation 
of a craving for its use. Some authors 
beileve that it is one of the most easily 
contracted addictions, from the fact 
that its effects are more pleasing, and 
its use can be continued in small doses 
for a long time. 

The sleep that it produces is often 
very profound and followed by no un- 
pleasant sensations on awakening and 
this may be repeated many times with- 
out much disturbance. Chloral can 
often be taken secretly without any 
suspicion of its use. After a time an 
irregular action of the heart and the in- 
crease of nervousness, with muscular 
unsteadiness and disordered digestion, 
appear. In elderly persons a form of 
cardiac asthma has been noted, with a 
tendency to delirium. 

Among the symptoms noted in chlo- 
ralists are tremors, sensory impair- 
ments, feeble mental action, intestinal 
disturbances, vasomotor troubles, in- 
cluding rashes and skin diseases; 
dyspnoea with precordial distress, and 
even asphyxia, ure recorded. Some 
authors have pointed out pains in the 
joints as symptomatic. These obscure 
symptoms, with others, finally merge 
into low muttering delirium, ending 
in acute inflammation and death. 


Several cases are reported of delirium 
tremens which have been altogether 
due to chloral. The usual trembling, 
delusions of persecution, and hallucina- 
tions of sight and of loathsome, repel- 
ling animals occur. If the physician 
called to treat such a case should use 
alcohol freely, supposing it to result 
from the withdrawal of spirits, the 
mistake vuften would be fatal. Some 
observers have pointed out a peculiar 
blueness and venous congestion of the 
extremities, with marked listlessness 
aud lack of energy, as prominent 
symptoms of this addiction. 

Ohloralism so far seems to be confined 
to the more prosperous classes of society 
and occurs in highly organized and 
sensitive persons. Its first use 1s often 
to procure sleep. It can be disguised in 
many ways, and constitutes the bulk of 
many compounds advertised as hypot- 
ics. Several proprietary drugs on the 
market for headaches, insomnia, and 
other neurotic affections, contain chlo- 
ral, and a number of addictions have 
followed their use. 

It bas been used in doses of from 
twenty to a hundred grains a day, 
showing an anasual toleration and im- 
munity to its common effects. Many 
of these cases, accustomed to use large 
doses daily, will be attacked with ex- 
treme prostration and delirium, ending 
fatally. 

Sudden palsies, with vasomotor dis- 
turbances, heart weakness, and low 
stages of delirium, should suggest chlo- 
ralism, particularily where other drugs 
can be excluded. As in other drug 
cases where extreme neuralgias, in- 
somnias, and painful conditions rapidly 
disappear into quiet, dreamless sleep, 
the assumption that chloral is used is 
very strong. 

In criminal circles chloral in concen- 
trated form is put into spirits and 
beers to narcutize the victim for the 
purpose of robbery. Such combina- 
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tions are called ‘'knock cut. » 
and are very effectual in quickly pg. 
cotizing one already under the inf. 
ence of spirits. This is readily ¢. 
Plainable ‘from the fact tha’ chloral ig 
composed of chlorin and alcvhol, heng 
alcoholics wuula naturally be mop 
susceptible to its effects. Ordingr 
chloralism is not a substitute for ale. 
holism, although it may follow me. 
phinism for a short time; but the 
delirium which is the inevitable og. 
come of its toxic use prevents an ad. 
diction for any length of time, exyp. 
cially when associated with spirits, 

When the fact is established thy 
the person is addicted to chloral, jt 
should be removed at once First, the 
person should be isolated and placed jp 
a@ position where restraint and contro 
of the surroundings can be obtained: 
then the drug withdrawn. Alcohol, 
opium, chloroform, ether, or cocaine 
should never be used in the treatment 
as substitutes. Only vegetable nar. 
cotics, such as valerian, lupulin, 
asafetida, bull nettle, and others of 
this class, should be given. 

The usual tonic treatment with nox 
vumica, strychnine, and arsenic is re. 
quired. The latter should be ansed 
for a long time. Mineral waters seem 
to be very efficacious. For the pro- 
found exhaustion and depression which 
follow, cinchona, iron, and the bitter 
tonics are excellent. Baths and mas. 
sage should be taken daily, with every 
hygienic measure found essential. 

Many chloral addictions have been 
mistaken for paralysie and organic 
affections of the cord and brain. An 
active early treatment will often clear 
away some of the confusing symptoms, 
When opium ‘and alcohol are compli- 
cated with the addiction, the recovery 
will be slower. 


The withdrawal symptoms are never 
severe, although sudden, unexpected 
death from various causes may occur 
at any time. All such cases require 
both physical and mental treatment, 
and the complexity of the symptoms and 
general derangement which* follow are 
usually symptomatic, and disappear 
with rest and quietness. 

The mental symptoms are not very 
pronounced, and are usually of a low, 
demented type. The delusions concern 
matters of food and drink and sur- 
roundings, and rarely extend beyond 
the most selfish range of thought. Fear 
of ;dying is more common than fear of 
injury and anticipated disease is also 
a frequent dread. 

The chloral-taker, like other drug 
users, soon becomes anemic; has & 
glassy eye and shriveled appearance; 
eats irregularly, is secretive, avoids 
publicity, goes by himself, and is con- 
stantly explaining his condition as due 
to other causes. Early in the use of the 
drug motor disturbances appear, with 
trembling and agitation when the drog 
is withdrawn. The mind does not seem 
to be seriously affected except in the 
effort, to conceal the condition. 4 
effort both mental and physical, # 
avoided. The chloral-taker is neither 
able nor disposed to attempt anything 
— consecutive thought. 

ery few persons of this class s- 
knowledge their addiction, and eves 
when under treatment are deluded with 
the idea that other causes are more 
active and responsible. Al! such cases 
are irresponsible and cannot be 
to act consistently and sanely on mst 
ters in which they are interested. 
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The sudden death of an inebriate in 
qiminal association and suspected 
qrime should suggest the use of chloral. 

cases have been reported of 
drinking men dying in a profound 
stupor suggesting chloral narcotism. A 
noted in the daily press describes 
what undoubtedly occurs more fre- 
quently than is suspected. The victim 
wasa respectable man of wealth, who 
drank periodically. He was seen par- 
tislly intoxicated ina low saloon. Two 
pours later he was found dead in the 
street. He had been robbed, and after 
drinking beer suddenly became stupid 
and died. 

In another case, that of a periodic 
peer drinker who died suddenly of pro- 
found narcotism, death was evidently 
caused «6by chioral, although it was 
difficult to trace its use. 

Disreputable drug stores have ulways 
a large trade in chloral and other 
narcotics. Obloral shot d always be 
suspected as the canse in cases of sud- 
den and profound stupor ana death. 





LAW SCHOOLS. 


Maine Law School. 


The University of Maine Law School, 
which is located in Bangor. has raised 
its requirements fur admission to con- 
form with action recently taken by 
leading Jaw schools in all parts of the 
country. Dean Walz announces that 
he expects the largest entering class in 
October in the history of the school. 





National University School of Law. 


The summer law courses of the Na- 
tional University were recently opened 
in the main tecture hall of the Law 
building. Dean Oarusi explained to 
those present the origin of the summer 
term and called attention to the institu- 
tion this year of the school of practice, 
which, he said, was the successful ex- 
periment of last summer carried a step 
further in the direction of supplement- 
ing and reviewing the ordinary work 
of the winter school. Announcements 
were then made by Profs. Siddons, 
Keigwin, Glassie, Syme, Wolf, and 
Oharles F. Carusi of the methods ta be 
pursued in the treatment of the 
brauches assigned to them. In closing 
the dean called attention to the large 
attendance of this year compared to 
that of last summer, as furnishing 
evidence of the need in Washington of 
these summer courses in law. 





Yale Law School. 


The Board of Examiners at New 
Haven has given out the list of those 
who passed the bar examinations, after 
the Yale School examinations, as fol- 
lows: Charles W. Andrews, Litchfield ; 
Alexander Arnott, South Manchester ; 
Frederick 8. Baron, Middietown; R. 
0, Benham, W. B. Bosler, Charles L. 
Brooks, New York Oity; Edward G. 
Burke, Deep River; S. G. Oamp, 
Edward T. Canfield, Thomaston; Wal- 
ter E Ooe, New Haven; Donald M. 
Cronin, New London; G. W. O. Oun- 
Bingham, Osborn A. Day, New Haven ; 
Avery I. Elmer, Middletown; Edward 
0. Ellsbree, Meriden; F. B. Fallon, W. 
J. Ferris, Lacias P. Fuller, Williman- 
tic; Abner P. Hayes, Bethlehem; 
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THE 
JOHN MARSHALL LAW SCHOOL, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
pn HE i Betas tees Leh. 2 em 
Jas. H. Cart t “Justice UL jap. Ct.); Hon. Geo. E. 

A.M. Jonn W. Bis; Hon. Wm. 


gy Hon. 

j*Sahoun (ex-Commissioner Interstate Commence). 
H. Dyrenforth, LL.B., Fred. 
Smit ; 8.8. Gregory, A.M., LL.B, 
U. Wis): Sigmund er, Dr. Jur. if vjennads Wm. 
eade Fletcher, B.L. (U. of Va.); Horace BK. Tenney, 
(V. of Ver.,) LL.B.; fouls Me Greeley, A.B. ( Harvard). 

eodore K. Long, LL B. (Yale); Donald L. Morrill. res 

Brown), Edwin W. Moore, A.M. (Princeton) ; Clarence 

- Morse, A.B. (Yale), Henry Schofield, A.B., LL.B. (Har- 
vard); Albert C. Barnes, A.B. (U. of Ver.), and others. 
THREE YEARS’ COURSE LEADING TO 
DEGREE OF LL.B. 

System of instruction includes use of ‘text-books. 
study of leading cases and lectures. Evening sessions. 
Fall term begins Monday, Sept. 9th. For Gosalogne write 
the Secretary, EDWARD T. LEE, 

107 Dearborn St., Chicago, I. 
COLLEGE 


UNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA. ce*taw. 


Situated at Lincoln, the State Capital, 
with easy access to the courts and to court 
libraries. A two-years course admits to the 
bar, with degree of LL.B. Diploma recog- 
nized by statute. Law students are 
mitted-to University courses, gymnasium, 
etc., free. No extra charges to students from 
other States. Address 

The Chancellor.State University, t.incein, Neb. 


SOUTHWESTERN 
BAPTIST UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF LAW. 


Course, one Year for LL. B. Two Years 
For LL. ™. 


Arthur J. Eddy; Wm. 
A.B., (U. of Chi 








Possible in two ways to get LL. M. course in one 
ear. All expenses very moderate. Good board at 
rom $8.50 to $12.50 per month, including room, heat 
and light. Diploma admits to bar. We claim tohave 
the best Law School in the country, expense considered. 
Write for special announcement, Bulletin, etc., address 
Cc. B. POSEY, LL. M., 
Acting Dean, 
Jackson, Tenn. 





Frederick W. Huxford, William T. 
Joseph, John F. Keating, Edward H. 
Kelly, New Britaid ; Thomas J. Kelly, 
T. ¥. Latimer, Juhn Frank Malley, 
Springfield, Mass. ; Samuel T. Meyer, 
Annville, Ra.; John F. . McGrath, 
Waterbary ; F. G. McGuire, Samuel J, 
Nathanson, New Haven; Mason H. 
Newell, Springfield, [ll.; H. R. Nor- 
man, Eugene T. O'Sullivan, Nauga- 
tuck; James A. Peasiey, Henry dH. 
Pettis, Norwich; Harold ©. Pinker- 
mun, Bridgeport; Edward B. Reiley, 
Waterbury; Moses W. Saxe, New 
Haven; Maxwell Slade, New Haven; 
James M. Sullivan, Waterbury; Henry 
R. Thompson, Bellows Falls, Vt. ; R. 
Trainor, Eliot Watrous, New Haven; 
Roger -S. White, 2d, New Haven; 
Frank L. Wilder, Baffalo, N. Y.; J. 
Perry Wood, Tyrone, Pa., and W. F. 
Woodward. 





Iliinois Wesleyan University. 


The remarkable ease with which the 
Japanese adapt themselves to American 
civilization, laws and customs has per- 
haps never had a more striking illustra- 
tion than in the case of Takahashi 
Kisaya, a young Japanese, who came 
to this country a few years ago to be 
educated. 

He has been a student at the Illinois 
Wesleyan University and has won dis- 
tinction in the college of letters and- 
college of law. In the latter he suc- 
ceeded in winning first honors ina 
class of sixteen, a fact which aroused 
much comment, and which was any- 
thing but agreeable to the native 
American boys who fell behind him. 
The figares in the first year’s work 
have just been made public and show 
that Takahashi was almost perfcet, re- 


PROMINENT LAW SCHOOLS. 


The following is a list of the most prominent law 
schools throughout the country. Representation in 
this list will be accorded to law schools, etc. 
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Univ’ sity Law School . 
ENT, UNIVERSITY OF 


One leads to LL. B. degree. Diploma 
admits to bar. Graduates practi in all partes 
of Union. Expenses very low and 
. 7 courses. free. 
D.C L. LL. D. Dean, Huntingdon, Tenn. ¢ 
University Extension Law School. ....... mL 
bag peer, Feng péaeseccs New York City, N. ¥. 
St. Louis Ce, eae St. Louis, Mo. 
Tulane University Law School...... New Orleans, La 
University of Maryland, Law Dept ... Ma 


UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF LAW 
Ann Arbor, 


WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL 
Lexington, 


OF 
RAED. cccccccocceccconcceseseccaccs Va. 


Western Reserve Univ'’sity Law School.. oO. 
Wisconsin U Law School...... Madison, ’ 
YALE UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL..New Haven, Conn. 








COLLEGE 
OF Law. 


Cornell University. 


yy = to students 
of law without extra charge. for 1901-1963 
epens September 24th. For it, address 


THE COLLEGE OF LAW, Ithaca, N. Y. 








UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN. 


DEPARTMENT OF Law.—The next session will open 
hree * course to 


DEPARTMENT OF LAW, 
Ann Arbor, Mich. 


Law Taught By Mail. 


Prepares for the Bar in any State, for 
business or for public life. Methods 
thorough, scientific and original. Our 
students admitted to advanced standing 
by resident law colleges. Cheapest law 
school in the United States. For particu- 











Aithor Henderson, D, E. Hughes, 








ceiving a mark of 98 on ‘‘ Parsons on 


AMERICAN CORRESPONDENCE UNIVERSITY, 
Leck Bex “623 B.”’ CHICAGO, ILL. 
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ILLINOIS COLLEGE OF LAW, CHICaAGo 


OPEN ALL THE YEAR. 


Larcest SuMMER Law ScHooL IN THE UNITED States. 
SUMMER QUARTER (June, July and August) opens Jane 16th, 1902. 
-UNDERGRADUATE COURSE of three years leads to the LL.B. degree, and prepares for the bar in any state. 
BOTH DAY AND EVENING SCHOOLS, with separate and distinct faculty for each. 
POST GRADUATE CCURSES lead to the degrees of LL.M. and D.C.L. 


] UIZ gives a thorough and comprehensive review of all the subjects required § 
admission to the bar. This clas» prepared 70 successful candidates for the Illinois Bar Examinations last year. a 


BAR EXAMINATION REVIEW 


THE ILLINOIS COLLEGE 


F LAW is the only Law School in the United States organized u 
open all the year, repeating in each quarter of three months, all the regular courses required for the L 
@ three-years’ course of study. It is the largest independent Law School west of New York City. 


n the quarterly system, 
.B. degree and c ‘nstituting 


Registration for 1900-01, 320 Students. 


Send for catalogue and special circular to the Presideut, 








Contracts,’’ 98 on ‘‘ Reynolds on Evi- 
dence’’ and 99 on Blackstone. 

It is generally believed that to the 
average foreigner the luws of this 
country are fearfully and wonderfully 
made. The dry details were easily 
mastered, however, and the teachers 
were warm in their enthusiasm over 
the clear idea received of the various 
subjects by this unique young foreigner. 

His father isa millionaire of Tokio 
and has given his son unlimited credit 
financiaily. 





Ur ‘versity of Pennsylvania—Depart- 
ment of Law. 


The following is a synopsis of the 

fifth annual report of Geo. E. Nitzsche, 

i of the Department of Law 

of the University of Pennsylvania, for 
the year ending August 31, 1902: 

The past year has been the most suc- 
cessful in the history of the depart- 
ment, both as to the number of stu- 
dents and in financial returns. The 
attendance has increased from 320 in 
1899 to 392 in 1902, and this fact, in 
view of the new and more stringent 
entrance requirements and high 
standard of graduation examinations, 
attests the growing reputation in 
which the department is held. Oertifi- 
cates und credentials from private 
preparatory schools were not accepted 
for admission, and the class of 1901, 
the first to matriculate under the new 
rules, graduated eighty-seven per 
cent. of its members; showing a verv 
high grade of materiul. The element 
which usually came in under certifi- 
cates was almost entirely excludea or 
discouraged from taking the entrance 
examinations. 

The records of ‘the men now in the 
department, would lead me to believe 
that the percentage graduated iast 

ear and this will be maintained. 

here were fifty-five graduates of the 
Central High School of Philadelphia 
in the Law School during the year, 
their ages on the average being almost 
@ year less than the general average 
of high school graduates in the school. 
In the graduating class of 1902 tney 
won first, second, and fourth places, 
taking precedence of the graduates of 
all the colleges. 

The percentage cf students who will 
graduate, to those who have entered 
the law school, will probably decrease 
in the next few years; the greater 
reduction, however, will have occurred 
among the first year students. The 
‘*weeding out’’ of the undesirable 
element; those who are not fitted for 
the study of law, can not but resalt 








in good both to the classes and the 
university, and this process will be 
tne natural result of the policy of the 
department whose diploma is prima 
facie evidence of scholarship. 

From states other than Pennsylvania 
there were last year sixty-five students, 
and from foreign countries six, an in- 
crease of ten per cent, and from Phila- 
delphia an increase of nineteen, mak- 
ing a total of 201 as compared with 182 
last year. Of twenty-one states repre- 
sented New Jersey heads the list, show- 
ing a remarkable increase of nearly 100 
per cent., due to the fact that the coarse 
on New Jersey practice established by 
the university, has recently won recog- 
nition in that state. Delaware 1s 
second in the number of students, out- 
side of Pennsylvania. 

As to Philadelphia students the tend- 
ency in the last four years hes been to 
reduce the percentage although the total 
number has increased. In regard tu 
age the number of students 
entered the department at the age of 
21, the youngest at 18 and the eldest 
at 87. The youngest are those of the 
high school class, the next those who 
enter by examination, and finally the 
graduates of colleges. 

The average age upon entering of all 
the students is almost a year higher 
than lest year. The greater number 
g'aduating are college and high school 
graduates, the class denominated *‘all 
others’’ being invariably so reduced in 
numbers by the time it reaches its 
third year, that no fair comparison 
can be made. A remarkable feature of 
the men who came from Harvard, Yale, 
Princeton and Pennsylvania this year 
was that they were almost a year older 
than in the last two former years. 
There has been 2 gradual decrease in 
the last four years in the number of 
men who entered after taking a partial 
college course, but the records would 
indicate that it is perhaps for the bet- 
ter, since so many pg er this 
head are students who ed to get 
through their college courses, from the 
same general lack of applicaticn, or 
ability, or both, that prevents them 
from passing their law examinations. 

The number of colleges represented 
by students has increased from thirteen 
in 1896 to sixty-one in 1902. The num- 
ber of students from the ‘‘Big Four’’ 
has increased in two years from forty- 
one to seventy-four. In comparison of 
averages the classes do considerably 
better each year. For instance, the 
class of 19:2 made a general average in 
1900 of seventy-six; 1$01, seventy- 
seven; and in 1902, seventy-nine and 
sixty-twu. In comparison of grades, 
the percentage of total failures 11 the 











HOWARD N. OGDEN, Ph.D., LL.D., 112 Clark St., Chicago, 
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first year class has dropped from 
twenty per cent. to sixteen per cent, 
it is interesting to note how gradually 
the percentage of those passed who aij 
examinations without conditions, ip. 
creases according to the time spent in 
the university, namely, in the first year, 
fifty-one per cent; second, fifty-seven 
per cent, and third, eighty per cent: 
showing how the ‘‘ weeding out’’ pro- 
cess raised the scholastic standing a 
the class as a whole. The highest 
general average as a class was made 
by students of Harvard, Yale, Prince- 
ton and Pennsylvania, the graduates of 
the Central h School of Philadel- 
phia secona, with an average four. 
tenths higher than that otf college grad- 
uates generally. The percentage of 
honors for the year foilows practically 
the same order, but taking the percent- 
age of all the men who passed without 
a condition, we find that the Centra) 
High School graduates come out the 
highest, and receive all the honors 
obtained by high school pruduates. 





THE DEFECTS IN THE CASE SY¢ 
TEM OF TEACHING LAW. 





(By Darius H. Pingrey, Professor in 
the Illinois Wesleyan University Law 
School.) 


To-day in the United States there are 
about 100 law schools. Of this number 
one-fourth teach law by the case sys- 
tem. The other three-fourths use text 
books. 

The case system is a method of tak- 
ing a case and by analysis try to de- 
velop the first principles. In the text- 
book instruction first principles are 
taught, and the case is developed. 

To illustrate: By the former metloé 
@ student is first placed at mensuration 
in arithmetic and then instructed by 
tracing the principles back to addition. 
The latter begins at addition and car- 
ries the student by easy steps to mel- 
suration. 

To illustrate further: In the former 
the complete structure is torn down to 
show the method of contsruction. In 
the latter foundation is first laid and 
the structure is erected thereon by & 
gradual development of archi 
principles. : 

The former is abnormal and illogical, 
the latter logical; the former is incon- 
sistent with the law of intellectual de- 
velopment, the latter is education in 
its lawful application. 

The average student rebels against 
the case method. This can be seen m 
the recitation. Only a few can or do 
recite. In some schools only those are 
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called on to recite who hand in their | 
pames to the professor. 

There is no such thing as original 
investigation in the case system. 
Rach question is solved by prevedent, 
and case students when graduated and 


WILLIAMSON & BURLEIGH, 


Corporation Counsel and Attorneys for Augusta and 
Granite 4 


Nat. Banks, Augusta, Maine. 


MAINE CORPORATIONS, 


ized under the 1901 law, have broader powers, 
ater immunity to stockholders and are taxed less than 


entering the field of practical lawyers those of New Jersey, New York, Delaware or West Vir- 


are veritable chronic case seekers. 


Chronic case seeking makes the pro- 

fession of law, supposed to be a learned 

fesion, a soulless, unsatisfying 
handicraft. 

It is noticeable in the state examina- 
tions for admission to the bar that cuse 
students cannot answer questions. 
Formerly, state examinations were held 
in Llinois before the Supreme Oourt. 
One of the judges said that he felt 
sorry for a case student because he 
could not answer questions. 


Then the examination was transferred 
to the appellate courts, and one of the 
judges made a similar remark, and in 
fact the case student will admit thut 
be cannot answer questions. 


Now that the states ure appointing a 
board of law examiners, who are very 
rigid in the examinations, une student 
mm three failing, the case schuols have 
organized a ‘‘quiz class’’ so that their 
students may be able to answer ques- 
tions. But the innovation is not prov- 
ing a very great success. 

The class examinations of the case 
schools are supposed to be very rigid. 
One school, through its press bureau, 
some years ago gave out that tuo 
students had collapsed of nervous pos- 
tration on one examination because it 
was so thorough. But this siate of 
affairs is the abnormal method of in- 
struction, so that the atudent is con- 
fused and cannot answer questions. 
Some of the greatest minds are thus 
dwarfed and the student becomes a 
physical wreck. 

There is also a commercial side to this 
case system. Generally each professor 
selects and has published the cases he 
will use. He is both publisher and 
compiler, and thereby receives two 
profits. Oftentimes some of his cases 
are overruled; then he issues a new 
edition and the old edition is abolished, 
no stadent being allowed to use it. 

Then each professor also publishes a 
synopsis of his work in the classroom, 
which each student must buy. Some 
professors make more from sale of 
their books than their salary. 

No statistics can be gathered as to 
the proportion of failures of case stu- 
dents at state examinations. The 
general failure in Illinois is one student 
in three. The writer knows that at 
such an examination last May twelve 
students from a text-book school entered 
the examination and all passed. 

In continental Earope precedent is 
ignored and each case settled by original 
investigation. The continental jurists 
believe that they can apply the funda- 
mental principles which underlie their 
jarisprudence better than their ances- 
tors of a century ago. The courts will 
not consider precedents, believing that 
they know how to apply the law under 
the present state of civilization. 

The appointment of- state poards of 
law examiners has been a drawback to 
graduates of case schovls. Such grad- 
Tates cannot answer questions, and of 
course many cannot the rigid ex- 
aminations now id by the state 
boards. When this state of affairs be- 
comes known case schools must lose 





ginia. We obtain c 


in three days or less. Parties 


need not visit Maine. Write for free information. 





This Beats New Jersey. 


Charters procnred under South Dakota laws 
for a few dollars. Write for Corporation laws, 
blanks, by-laws and forms to 

PHILIP LAWRENCE, 


late Assistant Secretary of State. 
Huron, Beadle Co.. South Dakota. 

















patronage, especially if students reside 





where a rigid state. examination is 
required for admission to the bar. 

The writer hus kept the record of 
one text-book school since 1897 in Illi- 
nois, when a state board of law exam- 
iners was first appointed, and during 
that time one in twenty has failed on 
the first examination and passed on the 
second. 

The general failure of all those ex- 
amined on first examination has been 
nearly one in three. The appointment 
of the state boards of law examiners 
has been a severe blow to case schools. 

The celebrated case schools of the 
East are losing western patronage, 
which can easily be verified by refer- 
ring to their catalogues. 

The exigencies of the times and the 
normal development of the mind 
demand the abolition of instruction by 
the case system. 

This slavish seeking for precedents 
makes the profession of law a bandi- 
craft and the lawyer a copyist. 

Instruction by the case system has 
its prototype in the system of Chinese 
worship of precedents.—Chicago ‘‘ Rec- 
ord-Herald.’’ 


a 
RECENT DEATHS. 





ALABAMA. 


Pelham Black, Ashland. 

Thomas Cobb, Birmingham. 

M. I. Stansel, Carrollton. 

Judge James B. Head, South High- 
lands. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Washington J. Oglesby, Oakland. 
Joseph D. H. Ohamberlin, Eureka. 
Harvey Kincaid, Redwood Oity. 
Judge E. D. Sawyer, San Francisco. 
Gen. William I. Barnes, San Fran- 


cisco. 

Judge Van R. Patterson, San Fran- 
cisco. 

Judge John Reynolds, San Jose. 


COLORADO. 


Judge J. I. Pendery 
Springs. 
John J. Daly, Pueblo. 


Colorado 


CONNEOTIOUT. 


P. J. Markely, New Britain. 
John H. Stevens, South Glastonbury. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Asahel Olark Geer, Washington. 


OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 





given, advise pepe a eee phy! wr 
visions to corporations 
eine State by means of traveling salesn:en, 








Florida—William Fisher, 20434 South Palafox st., 
Pensacola. 

Georgia— RICHARD K. HINES, 24 Washington Bicck, 
Macon. 


Idaho— 
Llinoise— 


Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commercia! 
Building, Indianapolis. 


lowa— 
Kansas— 


Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louia- 
ville. 


Louisiana— 
Maine- WILLIAMSON & BURLEIGH, Granite Bank 


Bldg., Augusta. 
HODSON & HODSON, 6 
cant baltimore. eesuearti ig 


Michigan— 
Minnesota— Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum- 
Minneupolis. 


wer Exchange, 


Mississippi— 
Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bidg. 


Kansas City. 


Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jerscy— THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— HUGO SEABERG, Springer. 

New York—THE COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
treet, New York. 

New York— 

North 


North Daketa—Tracy R. Bangs, Grand Forks. 
Ohio— William T. McClure. King Bldg, Columbus. 


Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com- 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 
Bhode Island— 


South Carolina— 
South Dakota—PHILIP LAWRENCE, late Assistant 


Secretary of State, Huron. 


Tennesseo— 
Texas— 


Utah— 
Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier. 


Wahington— 


West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 
Wisconsin—BLOODGOOD, KEMPER & BLOODGOOD, 
-48 Witchell Bidg., Milwaukee. 
Wyeuing—FISHBACK & WILLIAMS, Rawlins. 
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GEORGIA. 
Judge Albert G. Williams, Oxford. 
Ransom Regers, Valdosta. 
Judge Elias Herriman, Eastman. 


ILLINOIS. 
W. A. Gillham, Springfield. 
Edmond MoOCarthy, Chicago. 
Judge Mark Bangs, Onicago. 
David T. Littler, Springfield. 
Isaac C. Edwards, Peoria. 


INDIANA. 
Morgan H. Weir, Laporte. 
Judge Lewis D. Studds, Richmond. 
Judge William H. Martin, Greenfield. 
Judge John H. Hause, Jeffersonville. 


IOWA. 

Rufus K. Orandall, Hamburg. 
MAINE. 

Judge Henry K. Baker, Hollowell. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Sidney P. Smith, Athol. 
John M. Clark, Boston. 
William F. Harding, Charlestown. 


Elias P. Bartholomew, West Spring- 
field. 


William M. Seavey, Boston. 

Frank B. Hemenway, Boston. 

Judge .W. O. Spalding, West Stock- 
bridge 


Andrew Jackson 
Douglas. 






















Thayer, East 


MICHIGAN. 
Justice Charles D. Lond , Detroit. 
George W. Hayden, Ishpeming. 


MINNESOTA. 
Henry L. Moss, St. Paul. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Judge J. M. Floyd. Shubuta. 
Judge Sam. Powell, Hernando. 


MISSOURI. 
Daniel H. Solomon, St. Lonis. 
Judge Andrew Ellison, Kirksville. 
Judge James D. Brouster, St. Louis. 
Judge William Carter, St. Louis. 
George Mathews, Kansas City. 


NEBRASKA. 
D. M. Strong, North Bend. 
Genio M. Lambertson, Lincoln. 


NEW JERSEY. 
8S. B. Hutchinson, Trenton. 
William Tucker, North Vineland. 
Hiram Haviland, Paterson. 
Charles M. Marsh, Morris Plains. 


NEW YORE. 


Judge John Walsh, Highmarket. 
John D. Oarroll, Johnstown. 
Henry R. Tabor, Marion. 

Edwin H Rees, Utica. 

Judge Levi Longley, Hudson. 
Solomon Habbard, Geneseo. 
George F. Yeoman, Rochester. 
Nicholas E. Kernan, Utica. 
Davis G. Wellington, Hamilton. 
Judge William Mawm, Syracuse. 


OHIO. 
Judge Philip H. Kumler, Oincinnati. 
O. 1. White, McArthur. 
Ohief Justice Marshall J. Williams, 
Columbus. 
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COMMERCIAL LAWS, TABULATED. | 


LIM '!ITATIONS, JUDGMENT-NOTES, ARREST, INTEREST, USURY. 
This table is intended merely for instant reference. It is manifestly impossible to present much 4 
garding such matters as the u law, arrest before trial and on a body execution. the effect of fore 
ments, etc., in so small a space. Reference should be had to the laws themselves whenever practicable. 









































Statute of Limitation 
in years. ° 
Arrest | Legal 
States and Territories. Notes & Judg’t| for | Rateof Penalty for Usury. 
Ace’t. | uns’led \Judg’ts | %ts. | Debt. |Int'rest 
cont’ cts 
3 6(e)| 20 No. No. s Forfeit interest. 
6 6(e)| 10 No. No} 8 (5) | Forfeit double interest. 
3 a 5 Yes. No. 7@)| None. 
3 5 10 No. No.* 6 (4)| Void as to principal <interess, 
2 4 (0) oe No.* 7()| None. 
6 6 10 () ee No. 8(1)| None. 
3 Hi 20 Ne | Moe | oe | vous to principal 
0. 0°.” 6 as interest, 
3 3(f)| 12 No. No.tt| 6(4)| Forfeit interest. 
4 5 th) No. 0. 8/4)| Forfeit interest. 
4 6(b) 7(p) No. 7(8)| Forfeit excess of interest, 
4 5 6 No} 7 (5)| Forfeitint.& 10% of principal 
5 10 20(mp| Yes. | No. 5(2)| Forfeit interest. 
6 10 20 No. No. 6 (3) excess of interest. 
3 3 10 No. No.* 6(4)| Voidasto & interest, 
5 10 20(m)| No. No. 6(3)| Forfeit ) mterest. 
3 5 5 ee No.* 6(4)| Forfeit over 10%. 
5 5 15(v)| No. No.** Forfeit excess of interest. 
3 5 10 ee No.t 5(3)| Forfeit interest 
6 6 ® 20 No. No.**} 6 (1) one. 
3 8/ 12 No. No. Forfeit excess of interest. 
6 6 sg No. Yes 6(7)| None. 
6 6(e)| 100) | No. No.} 5 (2)| Forfeit excess. 
6 6 1 No. No. 6 (4) | Void as to principal &interest, 
3 6 7 No. No. 6(4)| Forfeit interest 
5 10 No. No. 6(3)| Forfeit (8%) interest. 
IEA cthinnanmendiée giniid 5 - 10(k)| .. No.! 8(1)| None. 
Nebraska ...........0..... 4 5 10(p)| No. | Noft| 7(4)| Forfeit interest 
Ss Cicnliimntceensic 4 6 me No* 7() one. : 
New Hampshire .......... 6 6(b)| 20 No. No.**| 6 Forf't 3 times excess and costs 
New Jersey ..........----- 6 6(g)| 20 No. No.*§| 6 Forfeit interest and costs. 
New Mexico .............. 4 6 7 os No. 6‘5\| Forfeit excess of interest. 
PIPER c vinccuetsnctins 6 6(h)| 200) | No. No.{ 6 Void as to principal &interest 
orth Carolina............ 3 3(e) | 10(m) ..- No.{ 6 Forfeit in 
North Dakota. ............ 6 6 No. No. 75) | Forfeit interest. 
Pot adadtmnandbedesdecds 6 15 5(w)| Yes. No.* 6(3)| Forfeit excess of 6% 
CNR vessuccccccssosée 3 : 50 (t) i oo 7 (5) — — ote 
QIEGTR sac cccccccsccceccese 6 (e) | 10 0. o.* 6 (4) as to princi terest. 
P SEEEED cncsecccences 6 6(h)| 20 Yes. No.* Forfeit excess of interest. 
Rhode Island. ............. 6(a)| 6 (bh); 20 No. Yes. 6(1)| None. 
th Carolina............ 6 20 No. Yes. 7(3)| Forfeit interest. 
South Dak ota ............ 6 6(bh)| Wir)! No. No.’ 7(5)| Forfeit interest. 
‘Tennessee .........-..---- 6 6 16 Yes. | No. Forfeit excess of interest. 
etatnkiinks ses cove 2(b)) 4 10 No. No. 6(4)| Forfeit interest. 
Wi bisdb ccawottceeccocus 4 6 7 No. No.**| ~ 8(})| None 
Vermont. ........... ---++- 6 6(y)| 8) )| No. No.%%| 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
Virginia ..............+-.- 2(b); 5(e)| 10(8)| No. No.**| 6 Forfeit 
W Dh copéieheshoosee 3 6 No.}§| No. 6 (5)| Forfeit interest. 
West Virginia -........... 5 10 10(s)| No. No.* 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
WE dde <taccevasces 6 6(hz)| 20(ir)| Yes. | No.* 6(4)| Forfeit in 
Wyoming .........--.----. 8(u)} 5S(a)| 5(u)| Yes. | Yes.§| 8(5)| Forfert interest. 
DOMINION OF CANADA. 
Columbia ......... 6 6(h)| 20 | No.3 5(1)| MN 
RM sendinerettetvess 6 &(h)| 20 °. 5(1) | None 
New Brunswick .......... 6 6(h)| 20 Yes.§ 5 (10)} None. 
Newfoundland ............ 6(h)) €(h) 2 No.fj| 6(1) | None. 
Northwest Territories... . 6 | 6(h)| 6 No | None. 
Nova Scotia............... 6 | 6(h) 20 No.t 5(10)| None. 
CED inbickcbdcdinsee'ree 6 | 6h) 20 No.{ 5(1) | None. 
Qmebes.. ..20000200000000--00. 5 ey | 80 Yes. 6(10)' None. 





LIMITATIONS.—(A) Between merchants, 20 


Fermoy (B) Between merchants, 4 years. (C) 
merchants 5 years. ) Under seal, 8 years. (E) Under seal, 10 years. (F) Under 2 G) Under 
seal, 16 years. (H) Under seal, 20 years. (I) Under or not negotiable, 17 years. ( 20 
(K) Justice, 5 years. CL) Susties, 6 years. (M) J Zyears. (N) Justice, 10 years. (0) 3 
years. (P) Foreign, 5 years. (Q) 6 years. Se ere (8) Foreign, same as in 
where rendered, but not over 10 years. . lyear. (U) orj 
oOrh Cen bo torical wunte a oan oe — ea TP ee pcan 
within 21 years. non-resident, 7 years. ( itmessed, 14 years. 

10 if under seal and executed without the . 

—*Ex in cases of fraud. {| Except in cases of frand and in supplementary tEx 


-—(1) Can contract for any rate. (2) Can contract for7 percent. (3) 
cent. (4) Can contract for 10 per cent. (5) yi} of 
cent.as penalty. (7) contract for any rate except on sums less than $1,000, when 
peed nay Ag gran (8) Usury vitiates all security held 








PENNSYLVANIA. 

P. A. Mahon. Shamokin. 
Francis J. Allison, Philadelphia. 
Ellis N. Bigger, Beaver. 

SOUTH OAROLINA. 
George M. Trenholm, Charleston. 

TENNESSEE. 
Col. Joseph Burrow, Bristol. 
Albert E. Marks, Nushville. 
Judge David T. Rogers, Knoxville. 
TEXAS. 

Judge Peter Shields, San Antonio. 
Judge M. F. Lowe, Pearsall. 


VERMONT. 
Judge Torrey E Wales, Burlington. 
Judge I. Mead, Bellows Falls.. 
T. H. Lance, Uabot. 

VERGINIA. 
Leonard Marbury, Alexandria. 
Judge Charles Grattan, Staunton. 
Judge Thomas M. Miller, Powhatan. 

WISCONSIN. 
Joseph B. Hamilton, Neenah. 
Thomas F. Frawley, Eau Claire. 
Jadge Harvey E. Hubbard, Lacrosse. 
Lee es 
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Texarkana* (Miller) .......... eveseeeJ AND 
WANTED AND FOR SALE. LIST OF ATTORNEYS vials to Hempeicad Goaaly Haak Hoy, "at ° 
priotnnmnbend oi an Buren‘ ewcvesseetoneses.. 
2 IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. | Wulnut Ridge* (Lawrence)............. we 
«Notices of Partner Wan Clerkships, For Sale, Etc. (REVISED MONTHLY.) 
for one month, $1.90 for two months, oF $200 for three | The CALIFORNIA. AL 
months ; larger space in proportion. All notices guaranteed Attorneys named in this list have been recom- ; 
genuine. Uniess otherwise stated, answers to be addressed | ended by banks, bankers, or other reliable | Alameda (Alameda) ............. ses 20s. G. B Cobwgy 
caré American Lawyers’ Agency, Box 4li, N.Y.City | y= la of oe a ability. | Colton (San Dédedscoes Thomas D. Hamiie 
. e every one of is worthy of the | Colusa“ (Colusa)........... evccccce- We M. 
eadorsement which we give by the placing of their | Eureka* (Humbolt).......... cece coveees... Wi L, 
EP.— Attorney offers good will of uames herein. If, however, there is known to our (Freanc) eeecwencscerescccccccess A. M. Drey j 
1 blished practice, in large presperous sabscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- | Healdsburg (Sonoma) ...... eeveucs Moreland & Norte 
y in Connecticut office in very best location creditably upon any one thus endorsed, we will ap- Angeles* Angeles: 
in city, alse lit ory, and a porte nity. frecate, Tull information of the facts, and if our - E ore a 
very, choap. a : . investigation shows that the complaints are . . to Central Bank 
reaso’ ‘ M *J. DD.” fo ud 
care Auseripan "bneryete Keener. P. 0; Bex well founded, list will + ages accord \ Broadway Bank & Trust Co., Los Angeles 
411, New York. 4U such complaints will be ae WORKS, LEE & WORKS, 420 to 425 Henne Big 
When sending business to attorneys ana re- John D. Works, late Associate Justin 
\WANTED.— A lawyer 31 years old, been in practice een always mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. reme Court of California. Bradner ¥ 
5 years, will buy part Interest in an established ities are named in parenthesis (), and county Lee.) Attorneys for National Bank of 
practice, anywhere in the middle west Must be ina| seats are indicated by a* San Diego Land & Town (o, ig 
town and country. Satisfactory references as to Diego Water Co., Consolidated W ate: Co., ts, 


tegrity and worth given and required. Address ‘A. | {2 Representation in this list will be given 








B.,” cae American Lawyers’ Agency. accredited attorneys on favorable terms. oe * { SR BEC Jahn, PJ. Ham 
“ ANTED.—A competent young lawyer desires a 
partnership or —. witha _o — =o ALABAMA. 
+ t * “ " " ay 4a 
nw Q care AMOE" | Athens* (Limestone)........-...cs.s0«. W. R. Walker 
suibaienadige Bessemer (Jefferson) ...............-00000 J. A. Estes 








ANTED—All-round lawyer, 12 years actively in | Birmingham‘ (Jefferson)......... HENRY KIRK WHITE 
W 33 years old. at present attorney for mene pesemee tn lew, chancery and federal 
courts. p 




















railroad and other rations, will pay cash for in J ears’ experience at Birmingham 
tarest in practice in right place. Must be Al bar. er and notary in office. Deposi- ta Clara) 3.8 
town and country, afferding moral and educational tions taken. facilities for collections in San Luis 0 (San Luis Obispo) R.B.V Bould, 
advantages. Can furnish satistactory personal and North Alabama. Refers to Supreme Court of Santa Ana* ( ) Ray Bi 
references. Ad “G. UC. W.” care Alabama, Montgomery ; - 8. Cireait Judge Santa Barbara* (Santa Barbara)........ aw. 4 
American Lawyers’ Agency. David D. Shelby, Huntsville, Ala. Santa Crus* (Santa Crus)............. “EL Ww 
x Carbon Hill (Walker).................. Send to geepes Santa Rosa* (Sonoma)..... @ eececesed John T. 
WANTED.—Copies ot AMERICAN LAWYER. Jan Columbia (Henry)........ ...00e.cc-sseeee-- B. F. Stockton R. W 
and August, 1893; Mar: h, April ana June, Vordova (Walker)... 
State price of same. Address STUMPY & STEURER, | Dadeville* ( 
Publishers. 20 Nassau Street. New York. Decatur (Morgan)...............- 
—__________—_—_—_—— | Fayette Fayette) 
[LAW BUSINESS COMMERCIAL PRACTI Fone a mall — me 
with two offices, &. W. Iowa, towns of 5,000 Greensboro* (Hale)...............ce.0.+-- ». Thos. Seay wal 
receives 46 collection antire country, consequent ii | Woree Creek (Walker).......--.-------iiend to Jasper | Amethyst (Mimeral) .--..0ee0e-vonnes Albert L. Maw 
Rs lion st, Caagn it ASST “CP. | © Wier rat bk dW Be Rieonatg, Vers. | Galeade Spring Gl Basi) Liv kobe 
si. ~~ 1c Sn i (oS) i i TE iesseese ecccceecesesor= . orris Refers Exchang at 
Livingston" (Sumter)..............-- Reuben Chapman oY Gobel Z _ 
*¢ ennwnns vneceeenes Vaughan & Gaillard | Cripple Creek (El Paso) .........-..000- . ..-.cceeceom 
THE - @& & Denne ctrest. R. A. SIDEBOTHAM. Refers to First Nationd 
tgomery* (Montgomery) eoccec. cocess Fred. 8. Ball Bank and Bi-metalic Bank, Cripple Creek. 
an oe hesy «9 a syd gana att Send te Decatur | Delta’ (Delta)...-.-.-2cseeeee ovs+e+Millard Fairland 
) Lee).....-...-.-----sse+----Barnes & Duke | Denver* (Arapahoo)..............-SAMUEL S. LARGE 
Refers to Western Bank and International Trost 


SAIS Patton Junction (Walker)............. Send to J 
Gg nefop wade Sd (Dallas) Pi 
CE ae ere ros 


La 
Editors, Students, a’ 
book lovers, will find it 
a convenient book- 





No mutilation. ALASKA. ceuee Genin... Dt he 
maacesctnrsonentecenssvanenss' Malony & Foote | T2sdville’ (hake) 222277" Witlinw HN 
ee. Movon (Onetilla)-coersvsco2. 2s HL,G. Hitebee 

Mesa City (Maricopa) WwW. sans fp & 























Tacson* ; Ansonia (New Raven)...... .... Frederick W. Holdes Pa 
RECENT BANKRUPTCY DECISIONS. Yuma* (Yuma)...........-.....00. Peter T. Robertson | Bridgeport (Fairfield.) b~ 
pees Fan. ¥. UM. Dean, SedgeSecend Selisial | carrys wt. KING, Beer's Block. | Send me yeu < 
An assignee under a general assign- ARKANSAS. my ee reenel su ion. Refer to Connecti Chi 
ment is not entitled, before paying over teoki we 3 cut National Vincent Bros., Whole 
to the trustee the proceeds of the*sale | A*senta (Pulaski)---.........-.. roo - DUVAL a colors, T. 1. Watson & Co, Bankers. Ga 
of the assigned property, to deduct‘any bury ‘or sgt Tweedy, eet ran le 
sum as compensation for services ren- —_ > paeniigessesnipies ; ia 
dered prior to the filing of the assign- pee na Be pe ma ~ Bag = 
or’s petition in bankruptcy. Wilbur v. ain ee — ve ‘a Oe 
repeat “ “ - 7 1B Gomehh @ukaal.- -....--.- FA’ ran o 
F e* ( . Ww. Hartford* (Hartford) ............. SIDNEY E. C 
: - - Fort Smith* (Sebastian).............. A. A. McDonal “ : al attorney Pa 
Where it clearly appears";that”all the | Greenwood* (Sebastian)... .......-.. T. B. Pryor ie Sedans woth eS ee P 
attorneys who verified the petition in | gamburg* (Ashley).................. George & Butler & Safe Deposit Co. and others. 
an involuntary ee _ Refer to Ashley County Bank. Meriden iow Haven) Peay: Connells J. Oana é 
ns most ful uainted with the | Heber* (Cleburne)............... Send to , Ark. cox Block. Practice courts. 
facta poi-p cnmacuaiy the only agents of | Helena* ey os . --+ pee enrnesdoter J - o- i tions a specialty. Refers to National Bask. : 
the petitioning foreign corporation cred- | [itte Rock= vpoemnnnnnnanenney Fy 4) Bae oa te res mag ye n 
itors, who had the necessary knowledge | Lonoke* (Lonoke)............. PIES IRS Geo. Sibly |; law. All business receives my personal attention. 
to enable them to verify the petition, ee. . §. Ki Reters to Middlesex County ational Bank. 
which is also signed by the local coun- | Osark* (Franklin)... <2 Moodus (Middlesex) ...........- Bend to East Haddse FY 
; * Nangatuck (New Haven)..........-- THOMAS BOWEN A 
sel as attorney of record, a motion to Pamagveld (Greene) ..-.. si 0 ea toe ‘ai posene pr] 
set aside all the proceedings upon the efers to Bank of Paragould. can Ln nes —— Neage 
ground that the petition was not signed M. P. Huddleston. Refers to Bank of Paragould. tuck National Bank. 


or verified in the manner prescribed by | Perryville* (Perry) New Britain (Hartford)...... ......--. W. F. DELANEY 
law will be denied. Matter of Ohe- | Fine Biuft Rooms 2 and 3 Commercial Hall. Collections ané 


: . Ge 
quasset Lumber Oo., 7 Am. B. K. 87. | Somer? (Whiter. ayy 1 BR IA 
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Yow Haven’ (New Haven) Ashburn (Worth) ...... A. Comer | 

Harriman & Kelsey Ps y National Bank Bide | Refers tod .S Betia&Co andW.A. ‘ae Ashburn. | 
(C H. Har R Kelsey, Jr.) Practice | Athens (Clarke)..............--- Strickland & Green | aMugtcn (Knox)................++-----Dennis 


in ali courts. A ° business receives our per- | Atianta* (Fulton) } 
ant (tMechanice' Notional Beak: "| 8, J. WALL, Room 39 Grant Bldg. Bell "Phone | 
ALBERT McCLELLAN MATHcWSON, 121 Chureb | come, ee ae i ractices 





at. Conqeennas, robate, incorporate and in- | Commercial law a specialty. Refers to | 
solvency law. Fully equi commercial de- Atlanta National Bank, Fourth National | 4! 
ee a ary ig a a Fee Bank and Smith and Simpson Lumber Co. | 8 
en Rn era — McELREATH & McELREATH (Walter MoKiresth | 
| SIRNEY TUTTLE, First National Bank Fldg. | ene Be os ee eee 
Geveral law oe Catess on Serene’ ence: Third National Bank of Atlanta. 
in reporving clalme actin Uelbes MOORE & POMEROY, 319-821 Temple Court. Prac. | Bashnell (M 
First National Ban — yah ate Sw courts of the = Cee} eee | Cairo 
aa 8 (New Lentees aay arthur B. Calkins to y vet many "Nota Public in office. Re- 
n (Fairfield)...... ...-.- Charles H. Northrop | fer to Neal Loan & king Co., Marietta 
Servalk (Fairfield) .. Warner & Goldschmidt Guano Co., Atlanta Woo? en Ware Co., Atlanta; 
* (New London)......... Wallace 8. Allis Marietta Paper Mills, Marietta, Ga.; AP. 1% 
Bebrille (Tolland) SS Tuomas F. NOONE Brantley Co., Blackshear, Ga. 
i 
gai (Furteld)..-.-- vitp mee ... ANDREW J. EWEN | Aagusta’ (Richmond) ......... George Robinson Coffin | | 
Memforu (Fairtield)...... PONE si Curtis & Curtis | Bainbridge’ (Decatur) ...........- A. L. Hawes & Son | 
Sieningto om  iibeaapyraty eae H.A Hui) | Branswick* (Glynn) ........ ........- R. D. MEADER | 
Thomaston (Litchbteld)....... ....... A. P. Bradstreet 303 Monk st. Mercantile collections. corporation | 
n (Litehfield).. : - svonee Walter Holcomb | poe banking matters, for non resident clients, 
Wallingford (New Haven).. O. H. D. Fowler | given special service. Refer to every bank and | 
Waterbury (New Haven) . ” @. P. BRADSTREET any whoiesale house in the city. | 
Odd Fellows’ Bldg. Practice in all courts. Collec- | Bachanan* (Haraison)................ W. P. Robinson | 
ay salty. Refers to Thomaston National | Baena Vista’ (Marion)...........-«-.- Geo. P. Mumo | 
Bank, Thomaston. Carrollton* — eves a Cobb | 
Jedartown* ( .-Frank A. Irwin | 
— Phe yg alpped for ol Refers to Commercial Bank of Cedartown. 
oe. ~§----4 Windham ational Ban Columbus (Musk inten desman’ A. E. THORNTON | 
Windsor Locks ‘ Hartford) J  y - we caer No 945 Bm my .. Special ee given | 
anking. corporation and commercial matters. | 
DELAWARE. References: National Bank of Columbus and 
Dover* (Kent).........--.---..s+- Robt. H. Van Dyke Firet National Baak. 
* (Bussex).......... -aeee-S@seph L. Cahill | Cordele (Dooly)..........-. ---+++---+--- . JONES | 
ow Castle) cenesece soneee-W. F. Causey Refers to y ele National Bank and iinited States | 
(New Castle) Fidelity & Guarantee Co., —- 
WALTER H. HAYES, £99 Market st. Refers to Us ll} elie ieee 
weon* ames G. ks | 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBI Bast ot Deere 2aEocbenge nan of aes | 
DISTRICT OF CO BIA. of Dawson, change Bank of Macon. | 
WASHINGTON (Washi . Dovgias, (Coffee) - exsist sacbaseed 0 Steen « Chandier : 
BERRY & MINOR, Fendall Bldg, 244 D at. WN. W | satonton (Putnam)................... W. B. Wingf 
(Walter V . RB. Berry, 8.Minor). Re | *iberton* (Elbert).......................Z. B. 
fer to Amer:can Lang “Eh Centra) | Fort Gaines* (Clay)...........-.--....++- B. F. 
a —— | Gainesville* (Hall).................-- .....H. H. Perry 
departamen _ oe i soured ¢ a Secksen' PRES ae is; Zenith 
ents. | Tove ( ’ 
fia | darewell ESS . & duien B McCarry 
manne’ eves & BRIN0 ENBURG, Fendall Bidg Homerville* (Clinch)........ L. Draway 
344 Det. N. W. Specialties—Commercial, aig; | Jesup* (Wayne)... ..... 0. F. Littlefield 
pond ‘an co pid. law, patents and claims. ers to Merchants & Farmers’ Savings Bank. 
Refers to Second National Bank & U.S Fi- oa. (Treup)....-..-.---.--Harwell & Miobes 
delity & Guaranty Co ampkin* (Stewart)............ .........E. T. 
JAMES W. BEVANS, Warder Bldg. Associate in | ttnown* (Bibb) 
—— a ae high- | rae | RICHARD «. HINES, Washington Block.  Oom- 
marks, etc. General law  penation. nipped | Special attention oven to qultections » t+ 
pe Be pager handling of all kinds of [eal | public in office. Refers to Piret National Bank, 


(Iu the Coeur d’Alenes, Idaho.) Refers to Old Na- 
tional Bank of Spokane, Wash., and First National 
Wallace, Idaho. 


GEORGIA. 


| JOHN L. HARDEMAN, Room 9, 560 Mulberry st. 
BLACKBURN & BLACKBURN, 472 Louisiana ave Special attention to collections and takins de 
g C. 8. Blackburn, J ied | positions. Refers to American National 
in the Supreme Ouart oft 5, and L. C. Plant's Son, Banker. 
ens See | Moattrie (Colgaitt)-....2+0--- an McKenzie 
j tesuma (Macem)........ 2.6006 ««ens> oe 
BONER UERRY, W . Ie 1&7. Bue. Refers to | | Newnan: po Nesey scar “GLASS 
E 6. SIGGERS, 918 , st. N.W Patents and| —inu'('o. of Newnan. oval cai’ aud Newnaa Baa 
Patent Law. (See adv't.) | Perry* (Houston)..................-..--. ©. C. Duncan 
FLORIDA. oe ~ & -opecamuamigana 5 yo 
me (Flo ) ° 
7 ~S siouemmamenbnanesen "~~ Hofers to Firet National Bank and Exchange 
Bartow* (Polk)...........s--««+ ««--- Tucker } ome. 
Ratientown (Manatee) ---.-c-----ccncoed. J. HOWE | aevennah* (Chatham).......--. BECKETT & BECKETT 
deter Kers Gary. E.J.Latteriot | Southern Express Co. Bldg. Refer to Citizens’ Bank 
Chipley (W pages rR, W. 0. Butler, Sr | of Savannah, Merchants’ National Bank, or any 
wets to Det 1 & Go. Bankers, atthis place.’ |  cther bank in Savannah. 
oh eae rcd beags ~ 1% — | nana 
rs 0 ore 
Sacksonville’ a pevcestes sadeed sock, ry Jordan | Chomasville* (Thomas)....... MacIntyre & MacIntyre 
( Ds concevescece dueoneesiis ——_ Cifton (Berrien)................- Jonathan B. Murrow 
Key West* ——......... abancnbimaan A P Refers to Love & Buck. 
Marianna* (Jackeson).................Milton & | Valdosta* (Lowndes) ..........-....- Jas. M. Johnson 
Ooala* (Marion)..............0000«« Samuel F. Marsball | Vaycross*(Ware) ...............-Toomer & Reynolds 
ra wage ane coecccnceeee Wi oa Refer to Bank of Waycross. 
BMeceececcccccees ccccns WER A. COWS | Edward F. Jeffords. Refers to First Nat. Bank. 
— Eon PR ccceeomecnencs “deka Hi San aang Waynesboro” (Burke)...........--.-- Seaborn H. Jones | 
Pensacola (Kecambia).-......:. -..0;-A. C. BINKLEY IDAHO 
Rafore to any banik, business house or public | pois, citys (Adn)....---0--- -o----NEAL & BARBE® 
tine* (St. Jehn)............W. W. Dewharet | Caldwell* (Canyon)....-.-.-. ---------. H. A. Griffiths 
“aed aataa RB. W. Williams | Cballis* (Custer) .............--------- L. H. Johnston 
Tampa’ A famenaenenenes & M. Simonten | idaho Falls’ (Blackfoot).................. B. J. 
Dinsville* (Brevard) .......-...«++--James T. Sanders | Kingston (Shoshone) .......-.- --.----.. Isaac S. 
| 








thons. Business 
7 oS Sa Refers to 
Se 





Weiser* (Washington).........0< 00.00 J. W. Ayers 
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edsccccccccccceconcsecces dhe Be 


yt (L0) 2. nnn ccecee-ccnnceeess- WOOStEr 
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r ‘any enaatian).....-----DUaaae & 
Le 
( R. R. 


Clair).......... ------R. W. Ropiequet 
Bank. 


Belleville* (St. 

A for 
Selvidere* 
®loomington* (Me ° 


eee enews weeewee 





Ane e eee eee wet wenne 


Chenoa (McLean) - 


Washington st Refers to Ch 


(Cook) 
FE: SUSON & GO ‘DMN, Title & Trust Tile. 100 
Bauk & Chicago Title & Trust Co. 


Chillicothe (Peoria) .. 





teeter wees eaeee 


ae ewww eee neseecees 





Homer (Champa ) 
Cham = 
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reer eer rere 


Momence (Kankakee)...... esesere acnaat 
Monmonuth* (Warren)...... .... .......-..d. 
Morris* (Grandy) v 1. W. 

Refers to First National Bank of Morris. 


Mount Gabel (Wabsoh) 


a ae 
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E 
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Rca sueaenensmoteaes J.C. 
National Bana 
Oregon* ( EERE 


ee eeeeeceseeess scenes 


Pana (Christian).............E. A. 
Paris* 


eat 










Sidney (Champaign EE 
Soronto (Bond 
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Sangamon)........... eeccccccccceccccccs Washington* enccce covees & Padgett Hamburg* Fremont)............Hammond ————— 
PrCONKLING 8 GROUT, 305 Sout Fifth st. Refer. Refers to the People's iaiionai Bank. Aampton* (Franklin)... Fred. A. Hoan y 
ence: Ridgely National Bank. Wizamec’ Pulaski) Nye & Nye | Harlan* (Shelby)....... sieasoctt, B puhalo (Wi 
Srreater (Leafiale)-..e-on--neeceeoens: Walter Reeves (O'Brien)......--.-0+04+. asses WP. paragon’ 
Sumner (Lawrenseh sO Lowe INDIAN TERRITORY. Humboldt (Humboldi)....... Prout, Copies hem Tbe 
Svoamore* (De Kalb)...........-------- Ardmore (Pickins)...............-.----.E. A. Walker | Ida Grove* on. - janeay “77777 Homer 5. Bradahay 4 
Tavlos Senvaien)- Cham Refers to City National Bank of Ardmore. ie a Souevessvoses=2t, 5. Ga peemyeod 
Refers to H. M. Vandoveer & Go. bankers. Gate Cacia, eiien)...--. aon B. Serna | eels Oe Warten Gounty Banik. °° © Brom (uanell Gro 
Toledo* ( (Cherokee Nation)..Send toJ. C. Starr atVinita | Iowa Johnson) ...........-.--.Edwari E. Ehng ( 
Tolono (Champaign).............-. Muldrow (North De ne cad See Wagoner seeeseceeseeesMUmK & Hutchings City’ 
Toulon (Stark).............+-.-+ +--+ Muscogee* (Creek Nation).. Hutchings, West & Parker | Jefereon* (Greene) ...... eeenewesesersees T. A. Muga Bi Dorada 
v peneey ~ unre Nowata (Cherokee Nation). soseenensreees Ted. Lillard | Keokuk* (Lee).......... seovsecsssse= W. D. PUM sane (G 
Vandalia” (Fayette)... ' SC Oneehae iiaiicai “Wests 0 itebecke | Laks Os Ses sseeseeneese Huichineon & Jem pesbet 
Waterloo? (Monroe)... So. McA lester (Choctaw N. McKennon & Dean | La Porte City (Blackha Donal’ | 
eae Pree. Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation)............ Parks es 
Wheaton (Du Page).2escsccc ae tka wid Wadienal Bank: CU | “Rates at 
Whitehall (Greene) ................cese0+ . F. Tees Vinita (Cherokee Nation) Lenox (Taylor)... .....0+.--cececeesees-s-- J.B. Dam 
i (S00tt) ....-----0-+ owns --2- es J.M. J.C. Starr. Refers to First Nat'l Bank of Vinita | Livermore (Humboldt) .................. Send to Bode Girard® (C3 
dee me oy and Planters’ Mutual Ins. Ass'n, Little Jefterson) Fairfield Gof lems 
orkville* (Kendall) .......es00+-s0+00--- J. Ark. ‘ter & Song Refer ¢ 
ibisapdasll - Holleraa Beveihe 


f 
it 
ee 


if 
ie 






























. Bennett Jewell 
D. T. Bauman fost ¢ 
eoeee- Thos. Stapleton ieee 
s ; Preston & Moai led? 

Marshalitown* (Marshall) + eeeee PCS SHS e tHe eee 
m, Aldrich & Lavras il MO 
. A. Kirschman Bank ¢ 
Thomas Brown 

. P. Perrin nat 
isso epee eaanacinnitina dl BERT B. WELTY 
: Towa, and enone 
w Marion* (1 
weeen ec ceecescesecceees . My —— 
( . McPherso 

Goodland (Newton RORERURRMRCEES & (Linn) sms Ona Menona) MoMillan & ~ 

ecanec coecccsccocess+Oo We wa* (Monona)................ 

Goshen” (Elkhart)... ----.2-2.0 2 idcmmert & Jay | COOPER. CLEMENS & LAMB, Security Savings | Orange City" (Sioul)..--.....- eNOer & Te Paks A Maat 
Special and personal attention to commercial ° Bank Bidg. Practice in State and Federal Osage” (ut 5 and Dahintintniihmediingal G. F. Humbert Mound Vi 
ness, a no and long distance courts. Special collection de ent and col- to the Mitchell County Bank. ore’ 

2. ‘erence, all ks in and lections solicited. Notaries in office depo-.| Osceola” (Clarke)..........+. scs+s<0+-s . 8. Hedrick Norton 
sitions taken. Refer to ational | Oskaioosa* (Mahaska).................- James A. Rice Obertin® ( 

Greencastle (Putmam)..............-..- Jackson Boyd Bap, Merchants’ National Bank and Security | Ossian (Winmeshiek)............ -+-..S8end to Decorah Refer 

Greenfield™ ( ennene-.+---e0----Marah & Cook Savings Bank. ENED concceccccesecossocce Send to Bode Olathe* (J 

f BRE EERO yron C. Jenkins | Charles (riey4). serge Ya Osswator: 

Hammond (Lake).............----.- Jes F. Griffin | Uharter ( to Fairfield (svorne’ 

Hartford City* (Blackford)............- John A. Cherokee* (Cherokee). . to Jefferson Onwego* 

WENGE) ........--..--- Send to Clarion* ee t to Fairfield a 
Huntington* id inieadad Spencer & Branyon io PY oe 6 ee Pasla* 
JOHN W. — Suite No. 885 New Stevenson Bldg. thie aene ene Setirwon Sonate Prast® i 
aS & NEWS GER, Commercial aeciel Club Bldg. Blufts* (Pottawattamie) KERR & WER J. Miller ‘aims’ 
wee A ty : State aod Ba Refer to Commercial National W. C. Leonard fanta Fe’ 
and corporation law. Co! Loan & Trust Co., Council Bluffs; James R. Wil- - Delle & Mary’ 
lection de; t. Stenographers, N: son & Co., Chi maa! & John* 
and long telephone in office. Refer to Co., ° Seneca* ( 
all ee » Chicage, Gencesesd J. A. Willeos Refer 
H.B Co. and Nat. Bank, N. ashington, D.C., and Commonwealth Savings eet fe 
(Marshall). ...........2.-------- 
‘asper* GIR) ...ccn-cces succes Milburn & Cresco* (Howard) . to Creston Topeka 

: ville (Nobis) Shewwscqveseessao Albert B. ¥ Creston* (Union)............ * John M. Boies & Roth GEOR 

ee nee oe ene . | Shenandoah (Page)..... PPLE I IELTD 0.5 eee fe 

me 13 Sicistnenent oo tend to Jeternon | Seen eee <0. J, Cath , 
Davenport” (Soott)....-.-----+-----++---» abor Sioux 

Dayton (Webster) eeesaguemeas. 5° ~ LONE, GARDINER yy es Colleo- Vo Kom 

Denison* a seweenececereccsescees J. P. Conner to y Nat! Banks. es 

GUY R. CARSON. Refers to Governor of Iowa, | Sloux Rapids (Buena Vista)........----1. F. oat ' 

” mame Spit La Doncpeiicenianiigacle Mi 
Lake* (Buena Vista)..... — & fates Ce 


any 
ne) 
LYON & LYON, Cor. Sth & Main sta. Refer to First | Tams (Tama).-.. 
National Bank, Du 


































; 
and U. 8. Express Co.'s and any Dubuque man- | > der 
Ifscturer or wholesaler; ‘The HB. Claiin Oo., | 2raet (Tama);--------.-n----n---eennendicot ACRE HM dala 
eect dake - | ‘Vinton* OR Oa rd eA Cato Sells 
BES rrseepessacensccsaed to Fors Wallingford: (Bsasneti ASEAN Send to Estherville 
ee a MAY | Waterloo’ (Blackhawk).....Gates, Hanson & Lifting 
Refer re ; Nat'l 3 Bank and Hardi —_ % Wa (Bremer)............ o+«» Rdward L. Smalley wags 
pd ab wnedy ont Co. to State Bank of Waverly. Rimoat 
: . Webster City* (Hamilton).............. Wesley Martia Tnakio 
Ww (Kossuth)......... pilnaevoae & Fellows Cayuse 
West (Palo Alto).......... SEES J. P. Beoket trey 
Weat ‘Muscatine).......... -se--K. C. Nichols Tamard. 
West Union’ ferdtaenaate en J.J. Berkey Refi 
cacccccecceecee. A. W. CO, Weeks lender 
KANSAS. ni 
Abilene* (Dickinson)........ eeccees cosee-G. W. Hand 
Altamont (Labette)...........---..-+.Send to WouIs 
Anthony* ae! éune ‘uston & M 4) 
Arkansas Cowley) wacecassceeesO- L, Swarts 
Atchison* “wal HM. & W. A. Jacke 
Belleville* DiC) ...eeeseceeeeceoncee W. I, Dilee 
Wi -- Sen: Center* (Grundy) ; Beloit* Veceesececcecereccccececes A. G@. Mead 
Wainut (Marshall) See Plymouth Bird City" (Cheyenne)............000++--B. M. Frake 
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«++eaeeesMlmer A. 





iB 


#5 
Ps 
ae 


=. 
: Asst. County A of 
feiewick County. " isd pescpiee 
" (Crowley) Roberte 
Center* (Woodson) ....Stephenson & Hogueland 
KENTUCRY. 


(Avoyelles).............-.... William Hall 
Monroe" (Ouachita) .Stubbs & Russell 
New Orieans* (Orleans) 

JAMES T. & JOHN D. NIX, 127 Carondelet st. Refer 
to Louisiana N Bank, New Orleans Na- 
tional Bank, Denver (Colo 

Charlotte (N.C.) Nat'l Bank. 
satisfactory charges 


‘al 
J of 10th Judicial 
ie Oe Natches, Miss., 


and Judge D. N. Thompson, Harrisonburg, La. 


Aroostook Seth 
Refers to Geo. R. Gardner, J of Probate. 
)... Oakes. er & Ludden 
Shee & Leather Bank and 


. Refers to ee Se ee 


annncnncoccee 


) Chas. G. Briggs 
Refers to Aroostook Trust & Banking Co. 
Kennebec to Gardiner 


Androscoggin) .. .Oakes, 
Refer to Lewiston Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
First National Bank, both of Lewiston 
-. . John H. Maxwell 
Geo. W. Field 


eeeeeee geeecee 


MARYLAND. 


«----.dames R. Brashears 


* (Anne Arundel) 
BAL ORE (Baltimore) 
WN. RUFUS GILL & SON 
st. Collections, 


Mfg Co., or Fidelity & . e 
MUSGRAVE, BOWLING’ & HALL Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and bankinglaw. W jpecial 
ions. Notary in office. 

’ National Clearing House. 

& Deposit Co. and Na 


Bank. 
H. H. RALEIGH, 10 —— Place, M 
Merchants’ Protective it & Collection Ba- 


w. ° 
reau. Nota~y and Commissioner of Deeds in 
office. a . Robert W. 





Exchange 








i 


<seceescecess+s0-+--Henry R. Lewi 
snceesscesees+sccoesed. Frank Turner 
Marshall 


i 





al 





law and collec- 

a. A practice : 
& Faller 

H. Bioud 





CROWLEY & O’HEARN, 137 Central st. (Jeremiah 
Crow James T. O’Hearn) yee 

tention. Refer to Trust On 

JAMES G. HILL, 39 Hildreth Bldg. General prac- 
peter pn be agen Prompt 

Po iniddicsox Safe Dopoait & Treat Go. 


ecccccvceeesccveceeO, H. 
Malden ( Carpenter 


(Middlesex). .............. cece Jease A. Taft 
Send to Henry C. Davis, Ware, Mass. 
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New Bedford* (Bristol)....... ..... Knowlton & Perry (Manistee) ........... ....-. JOHN H, Lahany 44 Rosedale* (Bolivar) ............-.-...W 
Building. Refers to ay Patenel Bank and M Refer {> Esnover ‘ational Bank, New yg 
STR N. H. Jones Sa M Memphis, Ten,” 
orth A: (Berkshire) Marquette* ( lard & Ballast 
ARTHUR os } meg aebly oy beeen Block. Person- | Metamora neers “Shltan & Bra 
al atten to general practice. Refers | Midland* ( 0. Nani 
to to Berkshire N National Bank or Adams Nat'l poe etwas (Isabella) 
roca (Hampshire)....... jgFEIKER & EDWARDS | Niles ( ~via 
tegen Byes vo North Branch (Lapeer) 
‘~y- Lh eye caltestions: (Allegan)....... P 
Eivard to First National Bank and North Hampton | Petoskey (Emmet) weene). ° me 
N Refer to S. Rosenthal & Son and First State Bank. Shannon sad eee 
North Astisbere ono (Bristol) sib v-+0+53F. W, Woodbury | Pontiao* (Oakland) .........-.-.... John H. Patterson | Blcomfield* ( eee eee 
jngigeetenavanee Refers to First Commercial Refers to the Bloomfield Bank. 9. Willing 
Orange (Frank sownsccsooocnccoss ces Wes J. J. Feld Port Huron* (St. Clair).... .... .... ---. Law & Moore | Boonville* (Cooper).......-.+ sveneee -W. G, Pendle 
| er ree to jen ian toieary 6 aK Romeo (Macomb).....-.-..----+++« +ig0; © THORINGTON | Bowling Green (Pike)....+-..+----. Robert L 
ax Tanne pak Sate: Refers to Citinens? National Bank (Lam) ....00 seccscceceses.-d. B area 
Refers to the Agroaitaral Wiinal Bai yt Saginaw* (Saginaw) * (Dallas)............ Coe eeenee cannes ie 
SE cnscasreccennecs 
——......... een OME E. J, DEMOREST, Eddy Bldg. (East Side.) Prec sane Caan-.--- age 
ao Washingisn st. General practice in all courts. ang a. ie Th ; pa Oarroilton* (Carroll) Losier Paintere me 
: a — tion department. Refers te Second National Carthage* (Sasper) ose -- Harrison & Haron 
Shelburne Falls (Franklin)............ Henry J. Field Bank and Savings Bank of East Saginaw. — | Cortina ULivingeton) oJ ar al 
South Hadley (Hampshire)........... Send to Holyoke ) a Ps ‘ tn 
x (Hampden) N T. Genty 
PATRICK KILROY, Court Square Theatre Building. nd to Wines 
Collections receive m: rompt personal atten- illiam H. Johnem 
tion. aoeeme pt law and con- don & Bocas 
litigation. Refers to Pynchon National Wy 8 Glan 
; Pane 
DE. . WEBSTER, 431 Main et. Collections and com- Refers to Firat Nat'l and German-American Baan 
ercial law; Notary Public. Refers to First Peet A oa 
tannto tie gC, Charles G. Washburn iers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank of Huy 
Thomaston (Litchfield) .............. A. P. Bradstreet 
a oa Soap Maney J. Field Jno. N. Southen 
Ware (Hampahire) ....------.-.....-HENRY . DAVIS Joplin (Jasper) ........---------+++- pr 
uding ere Pickart 
oa Nadonal Bank (Cald Wn. 
Westie (Hampden EDWARD. T THERNEY Kirksville* (Adair)............0 decane J.C. Sem 
1, Gowdy Block. sceceeess-J. B, Shelwalte 
law. References: . E. Guthrie 
Westminster (Worcester)........... Send to Fitch A. Knight 
opuatebbatad Geo. Littlefiel Bank of Saline, at this place. 
Worcester* (Worcester) ..... «eeee--Rice, King & Rice Diencbsecdndseecece * ae 
ULUTH’ (St.Louts) 4 7}. | | Maysville* (DeKalb)............. . Hewitt, 
RICHARDS & CRA 7 CRANDALL, S14 Chamber of Com- me yt — seneeenes Smoot, Mudd ty 
merce B: ,e Collections commercial Cee CR Ome ee eee F rank 
MICHIGAN. ness. grade references furnished on sree ay Se oem: Porras 
waa oer i ARREN LEWIS General practice and colledia 
oy a ix tinlaoanonniel Roberteon & Clark por ae al - iy ie = ariaie business Refers to Union Savings Bank a 
I censcinonioniacang Seana tacaele 3 Dul Mon 
Allegan* (Allegany) ............ W. B. Williams & Son ‘* now ve Ss Ae ny be N * (Newton) eecce Peoerocscsccoseces Geo. Hubbart 
Alpena* (Alpena).............-..-.-----..0+ J. H. Cobb Faribault* (Rice).........- evada* CVERREED ccccccccecccce ecnnceeees A. J. Suit 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw)............- w. at F. Falls* (Otter Tail Piatto Clee — cooccces ——S 
Fulla (i ‘oramancom Platte i aovecesesecnecenasMe e. Asters 
aig Jona Princeton Pcccncecccccecccceccces dee 
Henderson*,(Sibley).-...-..-...-.+++-+; Rich Hill (Bates)............---. --- Geo. P. Huckeby 
Lake Benton* (Lincoln) St. Joseph* (Buchanan)... .. Stauber, Crandall & Sum 
Lakefield oan) pévosotoveessededos EE. S$ i arane seaman 4 
Long Prairie’ (Todd).----------------9-D. Van Dyke | @EORGE W. Ma tel ecu pace ha 
(Blue Earth)...............-.-- practi 
otary sees (Lyon) tc oR pias rate rer amiae ™ B: Goward Savannah* nett ragga 
and her in office. References: First Bop] Booher & Williams. Refer to the Commercial Bask 
National and Merchants & Miners’ Bank, FIFIELD, FLETCHER & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber WILLIS G. HINE. te Bank and Fins 
Calumet and State Savings Bank, Laurium. Exchange. Commercial, and real National Ban} 4 pee } 
Columbisville (Lapeer)....--------++7 Send to Lapeer Fp og ; io iueer Ow » (Pettis & Lana 
Croswell (Sanilac).....-...........--- Wilford Maclem Fat cc ang lank oF jetting heute on PO o- yamebpapammmaat Sangre Cal 
DETROIT* mw wa Springfield* (Greene). . IBY 
WILLIAM L. JANUARY, 4 Buhl Block. Member | Montevideo! (Chippewa) .......«;.. Lander A. Smith | SPAM Sine (De Ka TS ret 
eevee nee Lane of famaien, Refers G Sieur sonniios ama of Refers to | Stockton* “eared Ira E. Barber 
to Gen. B. A. Alger Watlonal Bank and Bradstreets ——— (Boone) ssacesceeececences sss aed rH 
Lewis A A. STONEMAN. Also Commissioner of | Pine City (Pime).................-.+- 8S. G. L. Roberts Springs (Saline)..........-.-.. 8 a Mads 
Deeds, State of New York. Red — 4 dinaknootisill Boynton & Stevens Thayer Oren) Setoabterteese-bseesee ay = 
— > e Cebit Cigar Cn, a wort Saint Cloud* (Stearns)..........-...... re lor & Jen — = 
Katon Rapids (Eaton) Corbin & Peters | Stint James” (Watonwan)............ w.. ‘Wasbban 
slinslbaiatencibiaad PAUL? ¢ 
Flint* ERE TERETE: 8. SAINT goes 8. J. Candle 
( DL esndisiotiimeasiba $s. ees 61 ae _ Wn ag ich ‘ Devore 
Send Cokes Gites .....-......_ Guuiios Aisenmas tion, real estate, Drobate Jaw and collections. | Winona (Shannon) ...... sa sl Rammed Wien 
MONTANA. 
* (Yellowstone) .........-..---- James R. Gow 
(Jefferson) ..........+..----- Thomas T Pris 
Gallatin) ..........se00-+------4: J. L, Staate 
Pccccccce gocdasoes ROOTE & CLARK 
Refer to W. A. Clark & Brother, err 
& 
oeeeeesenen Butte. dite 
Dillon* (Beaverhead).......... eascedes- 8. 
cieeenateabhenn sone : Wiel. Jae 
to Lewis Bros. Bank. Booth 
AOR EMIS Great Falls: (Cascade).........-..-----John N. 







See eee tween eee eeew en anaaee 





) 
City* (Harrison) 





(Adams) .....2.2200+-e0-++ Ernest E. Brown 


White Sulphur Springs® Gileagher).------~ 
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NEBRASKA. 


E(Seemeiee 


os (Nemaha). . 
sie (Hamilton) - 
partiett agen . 
base i Bishop. Prout, Dorsey & Davis 
Ge, First National Bank 


pabsiman® (Dandy) Scccaccoccccoccoceces J.8. West 


BEE £5 il 





Gordon 


an) 
Refers to ees Bank of "Cone, 
jen - See Lexington 


(Daweon)...... 





SEES FETS SFESERRERRSeeissescess eck 











Iasington (Dawson)........--..--++ GEO. C GILLAS 
law practice. 

Lineoln* (Lancaster) 
3 Laweod (Butier}.............. 
~ Yadeok ped Will ) 

low 

ce Someaks nity’ (Otoe).. 
cctio an 

Neligh* (An De wccccesccocncesdsoss N. 
kal Tae (fuck ¥ sinneannsccnsiientontie 
tit HIE Sach Pate” (Linen) cones aocn Je Bm 
— (akdale* (Antelope) . . 
— Ontevia (Butler) .........000-000+-00- 
a, it Omaha (Douglas) . seaiiatd ym a & MAY 
Bras Refer to Uuton National Bank. Om 
eheby 412 New York 
Saw JOHN | WILSON BI BAT TIN. in Boilding. 

erences: k, Omaha 

Ming Gas Co. and M. E Suith @ On. ehelecale dey" 
ere goods, Omaha. 
Bank. 
First 
Lama 
shal) cedar) 
“ee City aaa ececces cocvcecees P. Rolland 
barber Rising City (Butler). . «-eeee-Send to Davia City 
Cava Raters (Butler). ................se00 Send to Schuyler 
vad Ha Ruabrille J. H. Edmunds 
Meeks 
Clan 
Pea 
mnfoe 
bban 
sade 
devort 
‘ithers 





vegapensdben sbeeccebdddebiga A. 8. Loving 
{pn ee eensteeeeneae iB: Winch 
ODNBON) cencns «cecccccscces ie 

Pye (Butler) Si PRE ROAE ROME Cc. M. - Silos 
























RG fh awed G2 Fi Dee E27 


) Dearborn & 
TOOtdnincdscccebéushvonsid T. F. Johnsov 


















































Thos. F. Cliftord 
Franklip 


NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson).............-- Send to J 
Asbury Pu: & (Monmonth).......... WESLEY B. STOUT 


State and Federal practice. 


Atlantic “ity* (Atlantic) 
REPETIO & REPETTO, 37 Law Building. General 
rectice. Collections and commercial law. 
fer to Union Natiunal Bank. 

SIMS & Saeeens, s ig 4 Real Estate and Law 
Bldg. (John Albert H. Darnell.) 
Geveral law rami ay receive our 
prom pt attention. Refer to Atlantic 
Ulty National Bank, Second National Bank of 
Atiantic City, or Farmers’ National Bank, Mt. 
Holly. 

HARRY WOOTTON. Refers to any National bank 
of Atlantic City. 


Bayonne ( Hudson).............. Foberson & Demarest 
videre’ (Warren)................-- — H. — 
Bord town (Barlington).... ws vi 
Bound Brook (Somerset).......... bert Kk. La Monte 
Bi ton* (Camberland) .......... REX A. DONWELLY. 


meral practice. Collections receive my prom 
personal attention. Refers to Cumberland Nav'lB’ 
Camden (Camden) 

ALBERT C. HEULINGS, 415 Market st. General 
ractice, collections and commercial jaw. In 
‘orma' ion laa. Corresponds New J <= i. 

poration laws. ence invit 
,~ a it for foreign corporations. Re 
to Nat'l Bank or Security Trust Co 

F. o. ‘WEAVER. Coan ractice. Collections, 

corporation and commercial law. Acts as resi- 
corporations. Refers 


Jas. M. B. Hildreth 
Send to 


dent agent for 
to National State Bank. 


eee weer eeseeneee 


ee emote neseees 


Neer ger (Hunterdon. 
Freehold (Monmouth) ....... ACTON C. MARTSH RNE 
Attorney and counsel for the Freehold Banking Co. 


Hacsensavk* (Bergen)............. .C. W. Berdan 
Hacket*atown (Wren) eopbdpecsecenaesse . W. Hunt 

gun (Hudson) ...........+....- Send to Jersey City 
Hoboken (Hudson) ....... YOUNG, ARROWSMITH & ELY 


Hudson Trust Building. All classes of legal busi- 
ness. Fally Coe 4 ong collection department. Refer 
to Hudson Tra 


Jezsey City* (Hudson) 

J. HERBERT POTTS, Commercial Trast Co. Build- 
ing, 15 to 21 Exchange Place. Bankruptcy and 
corporation law a specialty. —. t for 
over thirty corporations, in under 
New Jersey laws. Refers to -~ —~ County 
National Bank and Commercial Trust Co. 

noaeee & DEMAREST, Commercial Trust Co. 

Bidg. Gem law practice. Special facilities 


for handl of all claims. Refer to 
Bralfeed’ A. Bullock, 220 Broadway, R. G. 


Lambertville (Hunterdon) ....... Walter F. “Hayhurst 
Long Branch (Monmonuth)............. Thomas P. Fay 
at Law. 

Manasquan (Monmonth)............- Parker & Pearce 

Matawan (Monmouth)...............Send to Freehold 

Moorestown (Bar! Pedeecee scvced G. M. HILLMAN 

Morristown’ (Morvwis)............ .....Chas. F. Axtell 

Mount Holly* (Barlington)...... .G. M. HILLMAN 
Gaskill Bldg. General pio her my oe 
ceive my prompt personal a ots as 
dent fom A y= resident corporations. Refers 
to Mount Holly National Bank. 

Newark* (Essex) 


JOHN NS HOPPIN, 160 Market st. Fully equipped 
collection 


— under my pers#nal sup- 
orvisien. American Surety Co., 
Newark ; Tear oon County Nat'l Bank, Newark. 


J. BAYARD KIRKPATRICK, 7m Prudential Building. 
Collections, comm corporation and ers 
bate law. Refers to. 


a Trust Co., or 
Essex County National Ban 





(Me mamma Ts D. Ranty 





his * 


}. RANDOLPH WOODRUFF. oe to Eagle Bank- 
ing Com; and 
Newark. 


pany State Banking Company, 


New 


(Middlesex)..... Warren RB. Schenck 


"uetecs te National Beak ef i Sersey ond Peo. 
ers ow 
National Bank. = 







___ SAR EIN Pema J. B, COWA 
i rk oe Gena i raion ‘Bat te 
Refers to Ci 
ceton (Mercer mp 
Sectencecccseapecacéona F. A. Dennis 
Rahway (Union) ............ .-.. ..... Leslie Lupton 
Red Bank (Monmouth)...... John 8S. h; 
(Burlington) .......... ...-.. , 
Ratherford (Bergen)................ James W. Miller 
tr Cfre. eoneccoccsses sgoeed CHARLES “ECUM 
m. ecum Bidg. otary in 
a BS ter in — Copestions and le 
Chy National Bask aac 
Somerv lle* 


(Somerset) ..............- James L. Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 


South Orange (Essex) 
Trentou* (Mercer) 
SCOTT SCAMMELL, Mechanics’ Ban 
General law practice and poe Rn lg 2 
to First National Bank, _— Trust & Safe 
pa Co. or Garret D. . Vroom, State 


JOHN SYKES, 111 East State st. Practice in all 
courts. Collections and commercial law. Acts 
t corporations. 


as resident azent for non-resident 
Refers to First National Bank. 
West Orange (Essex).................. Send to Orange 
Wvuudbridge (Middlesex)... . Send to New Brunswick 
Wordbary* (Gloucester) ........ .A. H. ., Gnemanen 
Master in Chancery Court Examiner. 
Collections and law. Refers to First 
National Bank. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Alamogordo (Otero).................. BYRON SHERRY 
my ‘ Po. ccccce Thos. N. Wilkinson 
Olayten* (Union).................s00.-.-.- 0. E. Smith 
East Las V (San Miguel)........... W. B. Bunker 
Folsom (Union)......-...0. ...-+<«--- Send to 
Las “oy (San Miguel)........... Andreus A. Jones 
Sits Gigs Grand Re 
ver City™ (GTAME).....00...-.s---0- 
SRR ds te WH Winter 
NEW YORK, 
Adama (Jettarson).................2.e- Fred. B. Waite 
Albany* (Albany) 
BUCHANAN, 


LAWYER & WHALEN, (Charles J. 
La E. Whalen, 





(Monroe) . ..............-- 
Brocton ma) 
Ship aoa ak ec 
Brooklyn* (Kings) See New York City. 


Buffalo’ (Erie) 
MARTIN ae 91 Erie Co. Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refers to Fidelity Trust Co., National 
and Marine National 2 on 
Cambri er aed porenenaunane B. Norton 
Cama en {Oneida Co. ..---.d0hnson, Coville & Moore 


oharie ....C. W. &J. 6. WHEELER 
Canaj (Montgomery) 


a. to Nationa 


nentanaet, ecese ececewees~ Hi M. Fie 
= seieaeapene © Oo, taka 





oe 


weccenee enccccccenseN. A, 
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B. G. Foss 


Dansville (Livingston) 
ne Someenen) .. Sterns, Warner & Fershem 


Elmira* (Chem 





James L. Baker 


Johnstow n* (Fulton) 
es E. MOYER. Refers to Bradstreet's and 
Jobnstown Bank. 
ciucaiene ee iciocavcsbndstceesdde N. T. Hewitt 
op 9 pe secerseceee re BS Getaees 
general law practice in an courts. 
Corporation, insurance and commercial law, special- 
ties. Collections promptly made. 





Little Falls (Herkimer)................ S. H. Newberry 

*(N Dacos cacnccnsess W. Luther Reeves 
Malone“ ( Joomece covcee Frederick G. Paddock 
Marathon (Cortland e+--e--- J. H, Miller 








NEW YORK* (New York) 


BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 


ABRAHAM GOLDFARB, 87 Nassau st. Practice in 
all courts. Collections and commercial law a 


an 
b ite . References: 
sey = eske @ Been Noe Teck; M. Phillips 


& Son. pea (See other references 


in display card. 
LEE, LOnerELL OW & page Room 620, 141 
Broadway. (H. E. Lee, O Longfel low, G. 


H.D. pe ebeg 2 Fan all courts. 
Refer to Knickerbocker Trust Co., and Kelley, 

Miller & Co., Bankers. 
POTTER & MINER, 38 Park Row. Insurance, bank- 
ing and corporation law. General practice. 
Remittances made im- 
mediately upon collection. Refer to American 
Life Tneenenes Company, 11 Broadway; A. G. 


ng & Bros., 126 Nassau ; 
ary 455 Broadway ; yr FB 
Building. 


cation. 
POWELL & CADY (OmarPowell. Daniel L.Cady). 20¢ 
Broadway, Seat Sah emg ae 


068 : 
Fire Ins. Co. Or 
M.D. N.Y. City; J 





collect 


practic courts. S 

ler my aed su 

em. Refers to Colonial 

k, New York, Arnold Green of Western 
e Trust Co., Cleveland. 


BOROUGH OF BROOELYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 












Seneca)...... ......- Charles C. Johnson 
Bene t K-~ benter 


Se Aenenasnnacsssaeeas William Lane 
bonasnoasceshas Cornelius Hannan 


- LC. Aldrich 


Ashboro* (Randolph)................ Ww. C. Hammer 
(Buncombe)........ .... Shuford & Shaford 
Carthage” (Moore)................sss-+- W.J. Adams 
(Mecklen ae et HUGH W H4RRIS 
14 and 15 Piedmont ._ Refers to First Na 

tional Bank and Char National Bank. 
Durham* (Durham).......... .... mneuing & Fousher 
Elisabeth City* (Pasquotauk)........ F. Lami 
Fayetteville’ a RNRROSERESEINS .C. W. Bidgood 
(Gaston) .........2-...0-+- William H. Lewis 
(Guilford) ............. oemnas. Souss 

City Attorneys. A 8 for City N 









Maxton (Robesen)...................... B. F. McLean 
Refers to Bank of Maxton, N. C., ot 
( Dedinconsc seces'é «- Robert B. Redwi e 
Mt Airy ( ) wcccccco-cocccccceess Geo. Ay o 
New (CRAVED)... -cnwnneccnscneees 
* (Wake).......-..... woes A. a” inOREWS. 9 h 
etteville st. «a for Raleigh Savin 
Local for thern ay be. 
He mame Smee 9 N Bank. ma 

Rexboro* (Person)........... ...........d. 8 Merntt 
Refers to the People's . 

Ratherfordton* (Rutherford).... ........... 8. Gallart 
Refers to Bank of Rutherfordton. 

Siler City (Chatham 

PR Na ~~ aparece 

Statesville* _— 

Sutherland ( 

Whiteville* (Columbus) .. 

Wemeten’ rx a 

ilmington* (New annese anning 

Winston-Salem (Forsyth) . Giews, Manley & Hendren 

NORTH DAKOTA. 
Balfour (McHenry Co.)........-. ...- Blaisdell & Bird 
Hee neg ease ceccccsceseucees Burke & Vick 
Burieigh)...... ale te PATTERSON 
Doececcesccececess 

Cando* (Towner) ..........--..- «««-+- vis 
Reters to Towner County Bank Y ‘ 

De ils Lake’ (Ramsey) HE®RY G. MIDDAUGH 
Refeis to Ramsey Co. National k, Devil's Lake; 
First Nationa! bank of Can 

D - smeon” (Stark)...........----- James G. Campbell. 

Ellendale’ (Tickew).............-. A. D. Flemington 

Enderlin (Ransom)...........-.--- A. W. L. Hamilton 


Refers to State Bank of Lisbon and Ransom Co. 
State Bank of Sheldon, N. D. 
Fargo” \Uaew,....-.-. Newman, » Spalding 6 Smbonsh 
Granon” (W Jooce. elps & Phelps 
Refer to Gratton National Bank. 
Grana Forks* (Grand Forks)...... ... 


eames Cees ees seweeee 





Larimore (Grand meng te 


Refer to Elk Valley Ban 
La Moure* (La Moure)............ R. W. 8. Blackwell 
Refers to all La Moure County banks and James 


River National Bank of Jamestown, N. D. 


Leeds (Benson)..............-00+ «--- Send to Towner 
Mandan* (Morgan) .........00+.-s«00++---- B. W. Shaw 
Minot* (Ward)....-......... -.--00.- Blaisdell & Bird 
Refers to First National Bank and Merchants 
State Bank of Fargo. 
Northwood (Grand Forks). .............M. V. Linwell 
Rugby Pocccocccescccocccossoes Send to Towner 
Steele* \ececccercce-cos “es Charies H. Stanley 
Ee tae (M ‘ : pbdiehdsasebiuls —<; 2 
City* Barnes)......-.-- «----- oun 
a eitors to American National Bank. . 
os Pdccics decsedecses. sseces J. E. BURKE 
Ts bank or business house in city of 
Sheldon to aay bank oe be 





) ct 
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CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 


5NO. 0. ECKERT, 7-10 Miller Bldg. Collection 
receive attenti 
Deen nee igen eteaticn, ay 
Bank, Louis Remmer'’ 8 Rag Co, ca 
Geo. A. Thayer Co., Carpet Mfrs. 
MOULINIER serves & HUNT, 57-58 
(Edward P. Moulinier, "Alfred pee 


¥ 


ROEBLING & ROEBLING, S. E. Cor. 4th & Many, 
Unusual ~~. mercantile 
possible attention. Re 


Collections receive beat 
fer to Atlas Nat’] Bank or Cincinnati Say, Bi. 
Circleville* (Pickaway)................. H. A. Wada 
CLEVELAND (Cuyahoga) 
JNO. W. ARNOLD, 740 
General 


A. Booth Packin Co. 
others un 

BACON & CLAY, , (Richard Bacon, Albert A. 
Attorneys Counselors at Law, Society 


Savings Building. Counsel for the Cy 
Trust Co., ‘the it Ice Co. The 

veland ‘Transfer & Co., The Ca- 
solidaied Telephone Co. ef Corporat. ons. 


FRED. C. GEIGER, ‘es te tities 
and mercantilelav. 
Promptness oar N 


yo Bye ey tor 
prompt handling of business. ’ Sereunne 
as receiver. Refers to United Bankingé 
Savings Co. 


? 


ae 





COLUMBUS* (Frankiin) 
DYER, WILLIAMS & STOUFFER, 514-518 Spahr 
Cowmercial law and collections a ot 


tional Bank. Col Sa S yaaly 
um 
Baltimore, M 


& Guaranty Co., 

EDWARD N. HUGGIN General 
Pao 
and M & Manufacturers’ pan Py 


F. S$. MONNETT, 607-608 The Wyandotte, (ex-Aty. 
Gen | Ohio). and commercial la¥. 


service. 
turers’ National 1 oo. Citizens’ Savings Bank, 


Peruna Drug Mfg. Co., Columbus o,, 
Buckeye Buggy &., Kilbourne J ~ acobe ifig. Cb. 
Columbus Grove (Putmam)................- S. Sanders 
Perry 





Goring Mizeai) 66 606666650 Kaecsonece ie 4 
x 5. aoe 
= i a 
De Graft (Logan) ..... uston & Cat! 

(Alien) é ace A. Reeve 

(Tuscarawas) ................-- A. W. Ee 
Dresden (M eee. cees conee-John W. P. Bad 
East Liverpool ( ..+++-Hollis E. Grosshaat 
Eaton* (Preble)..........0...... cee. James L. Saylet 
Elyria* (Lorain)............2..000.+---+- ng ae 

(see Jaubies selphane a 
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@) coccccesoce Elliott & Katsenberger | Mulhall ( Duncede sees ievebcecuns H. Matthews eccccccccosccoscee! 
{Wiel Bank, Seoond: Wational | Win ae —~* 5. L. Bland | Baston™ (Mi aig epee 
an: " eowkirk* (Kay)........... ....-- Rouse ROBERT AMIL ones Building Reference 
oe het 8 Bate Oklahoma Oley" Scuicicesas, 2... Donate i Doogie eas 
C. @ Ray Cuwnee’ (Pownce) pesabulieake ooe* Eeuand L. Laueet  &. KIRKPATRICK, Ex-Attorney-General. 8S. W, 
Geo. W. Keye a a fesrenconene ee ---ge8. Harris FB all “. 
Jeckeon* (Jackson) .... E. C. Powel) | Ponca City (Ray)..............-.--+--- . L. Barnum MeKEEN, 464 Wor st. 
Aah ese c.ssceeel B. Hawley | Pond Creek* ( )eevsscccess ----Angersoll & West ‘Knecht, Wm. M. — pen. fs. 
Kast (Portage) .-- 00+ -----ennnneenane Send to Ravenna | Shawnee (Potta sececescereense---R. E. WOOD <= ee aa to collections. 
aoe (reside. oo need detokier Payne Sterling P. King Sone © ohneon & MeN 
eee Cee eee reeee -“- eeeeeeee - * * eceereeeee 
re B. J. Shawhan | Waukomis (Garfield)...........-- Wiese | ee , dues & dion 
Lestenia (Columbiana) John B. Morgan Erie* (Erie)...... ..-....-++-------- $. A. DAVENPORT 
Laipsic Sneed. coccocccocecessseocongaet A} 4 632 State st. pains © oe Se Ee Se Sy & 
a papaaieessal wesevoned, A, Martin cial law in Federal and State Courts. 
Stati uncqedtoages seseeseseeeS H. Bright Franklin® (Venango)............ aia ..-¥. L. Kahle 
Wee (Madieoa) ......--ccccece ~Linosin & Linooin OREGON. Refers to Sav. Bank & International B’k. 
Lorain , seccccocecccecces — Ty H. Aiken Gettysburg" Cc Sheets 
ccocccccccosees Send to McConneleville ~cland) ERANK & " 
asteld™ (Richland......c00-see eeeeselle Le Beam | Astoria* (Clateop)..........- coccsecceces A. RB. Kanaga | Greensburg” (Westmoreland) ...FRANK 6. HARGRA 
Mariette (W )-c-n-eELLENWOOD, SMITH & | Hillsboro” (Weekingion) Thos. a RD Teneus ee ae SR ree Re alsa 
we x Citizens’ National Bank and eben eiles eee my roy Be Garrisbarg" (Veapbin) 
first National Bank. Myrtle Point (Coos) ...........-..------.8. D. W. JUSTIN CARTER, Room 2, Kelker Refers 
Marion* (Marion) ......-<0000-200e« GRANT E. MOUSER Thorough attention given any legitimate business. te Harrisburg Trust Co. and ie 
Collections commercial law a specialty. Refers 
toe Marion Co. Bank, or Farmers & Mechanics’ B’k. Portland ROBERT B. WALLACE, Calder Bidg. Genera 
PIPES & TIFFT. Practice in United States and Se Ss. to Harrisburg 
State Courts. Commissioners of deeds. Com- Co., First National Bank. 
oe WF Beokeon to OhaseBationalbank of Now Tork, Associated | patesre QMentgomeny)------- ----Send je, Merri Kaley 
Corner & Fouts Banking & Trust Co., and London & San Holidayebarg (Bla). W.f 
Leleow & eels Francisco Bank (Ltd.), Portland.» = | Honesdale” (Wayne)..... ‘ ‘A. T. Searle 
ph Beiter | SCHNABEL & SCHNABEL, 515 Camber of Com. Hummelsiown (Deaphit ee 
St. Mary's |e Pay en SE Hf Jen! (Montgomery Semel High 
Moant ---Mitchell & Tanner State a Johnstown (Cambria).............-.- HORACE R. ROSE 
& Moore laws. Competent ey in ay, t collec- law and collecti 
Newark’ (Licking) Fulton & Fulton tens. Chas. 3-5 fetery Pubtio end pene geal ggg cae yy Ry 
erences : Mer- 
at | el Treen = Pe es chants’ National Bank and Fisher, Thorsen & office. Refers to the National Bank. 
McMillen : 
‘& Stewart * John W. Reynolds Lancaster* (Lancaster) 
Iptg > > Telede (iia . & Wilson JACOB H. BYRNE, 42 North Duke st. General 
Tuttle & Tuttle | Union* (Union) 0-22.22... 2.0.22... .anee Ln J. Davia ational —_— ne 
yy A. S. HERSHEY, 47Grant st. My individual attes- 
National Bank, Conestoga Wetional Boxk and 
- Noah J. Dever > 
E,W. Maxson PENNSYLVANIA. People's cen Bank. ican 
‘Wm. Duns Lauobe® (Westhorelana ......_. Prank B. dargrave 
. H. Dakin | Alexandria (Huntingdon)............ Send to * (Lebanon)......-.. .- CUGENE D. SIEGRIST, 
go A (Aliegheny)..........- M y«& 773 Cumberland st. General p act'ce All 
B. Fisher | Allentown* (Lehigh) tions. Refers to National 
Send to Ripley 
L, Plummer CHARLES R. JAMES, 203-4-5 Commonwealth Bldg, | Lewisburg (Union)...... -... M. Edward Shaughnessy 
Belmont) . H. Milligan Collections given personal attention. Practice sereeeceeesesee --Howard 0. Lanta 
Bullock & in all courts. ion law and insolvency | Lock Haven* (Clinton) .......-.. -....... H. T. Hall 
(Jefferson) ........ccceceeees P.P. litgation. Refers to Allentown Nat'l Bank. City (Schuyikill).......... Robert P. Swank 
’ Send to Gallipolis | 9. R. 8. LEIDY. General practice in all courts. mins se nano maps 24 
Rush Abbott Collections receive prompt personal attention, | Manch Chunk* (Carbon).............. CRAIG & LOOSE, 
Refers to Lehigh Valley Trust & Deposit Co, Dolon — a Practice. a. 


‘Teledo* (Lucas) 
CHITTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, Suite 932-4 Spitzer 
Bldg. Attorneys for National Bank of Com 


- " 
merce, The Hardy Banking Co. and The Brad- 
street Co. Special collection department. 


Twento (Jefferson)..................-.-.- 8. B. lor 
Ubrichsville (Tuscarawas) .......... Send + 
Cpe Senduaky* (Wyandot)........... H. H. Newell 
(Cham: b ccsccecccevecs G. W. McCracken 
VasWert" (Van Wert) ........... @eesccccs © cececee . 
Velva.... «+eseeee.-d. BE. Burke 


Refers to Merchants’ State Bank. 





to 
sorte 
Baldwin 
Creamer 
Caldwell 
MIE cccusncopecsacesditast A. E. Jacobs 
oscetlimin ¥F. L. Wells 
iiaateoastie J. Calvin Ewing 
JOHN A. WILLIAMS 
Carter Tracy 
ChAROinhets catacet J. B. A. Robertson 
n — to First wens Bank. .. 
Guthrle* (Logan) ..22 0222 Geo. 8. Green 
iowa) 


Le Fact. Refers to City National Bank, 
art. 


to Allentown or 


Altoona (Biair)........... ..........J. §. LEISENRING 
Solicitor for Wires Mational Bank of Altoona, 
Ambler (Mon -Send to N 


JAS. L. SCHAADT, District Attorney for Late 
county. Refers Second Na- 






Arch ( 

Ashland (Schu 

teaver Falls ( 

Bellwood ( 

sellefonte* (Cen’ 

Benton (Columbia) .... ........-..--se0s0 

Bethlehem (N 

ey 2 Bank Bldg. General practice and 
collections. to Fis ational Bank. 

Blossburg (Tioga)............... deatshees H. B. Leach 

Bradford ( Decceee . Tr" 7 George 

Bridgeport Montgomery) . ol to Norristown 

Bristol Backs) sesh ceawséne ..- Thomas G. Leslie 

(Jefferson). ......... H. B. M 
PE et a 
wr seecccces 

Carbondale (Lackaerana) peeececsceces F. M. Monaghan 
Refers to Miners & Merchants’ Bank. 

Carlisle* (Cumberiand).............. Herman Berg, Jr. 

Cham (Franklin) ............. W. Alexander 
HOWARD F. NOBLE. Refers to Valley National 

Bank of Chambersburg and First Nat'l Bank 


of Greencastle, Pa. General law and collections. 
for non-residents given prompt atten- 

tion. reasonable. 

Chester (Delaware) ................. Jesse E. Johnson 

arion* (Clarion 


) 
Clearfield* (Cleartield). ................Wm. F. 
Commercial law and litigation a speciaity. 








Tor Lehigh Valley Railway Refer to First Nar'l 
CR A PANGD on 0~o---nsnns Thee, E. Finley 


Meadville* (Crawford)................-Joshua Douglass 
JAMES WATTS MERCUR 
com- 


wee se cece scenes 


‘ational Bank, National 

and Citizens’ Nat'l Bank. 

Norristown" { Ricetcetiod Samuel H. H 
sing <-<-. Wm. Mate 









Collegeville (Montgomery). ....... Send to Norristown 
Connells Powcecs cacece coccce A. 
_——_ ee == sgengeunel § oO 
Curwensville (Clearfield)..............Wm E. Patton 
Vanville* (Montour)......... o cecdate m. Kase Wea 
lestown* (Bucks)..................J0HN D. JAMES 
Dwiibeoaees : handled for ail of 
county. ‘ers to lestown Nati Bank, Beeks 
County Trust Co. and lestown Trast Co. 
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PHILADELPHIA (Continued.) 


ARCHIBALD R. DEWEY 805 Provident Ridg. 


Col 
lecticns. General ~. 


ractice Refers to 
arry N. tow FANN 


coal; James Strong & wholesale | 
ber; Wm. Morris & Co., wholesale whew 
and jewelry. 


“~~ F. aan caren, 1015 Stephen Girard 

solv ties Ref an Sel “Seu 
‘efers ry 

t o., \Ceatincnted Title & Trust Co., 

fetes "Bradley. wholesale manufacturers. 


J. EDMUND ENICH, 1001 Be Stes st. General 
law practice. ene, Refers 

to United Security Life Ina Trust Co. ot Pa., 
Haslet, & Co., wholesale tin, 116 No. 

~ 2d st.; Daniel Dever, wholesale wine, 1634 


Market et.; Taylor & Agard, wholesale tea, 35 
So. Froat st . 


——s F. HAINES, Arcade Bldg, Broad at. and 

So. Penn Sq. References: Franklin National 

Trust Co, Fidelity Trust 

H. —— Supt. Bradstreet’s, 

Hail Bros. & Wood, 54th st. and Lancaster 
ave., all of Philadelphia. 


JOSEPH A. REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 21 South Twelfth st. General 


eteen. 025 Mar- 
~ st.; te Borgo Or fire-bricks, 23d Ab. 


REPETTO & REPETTO, 717 Walnut st. General 
Collections and commercial law. 
er to Union Nat'l Bank. Atlantis City, NJ. 


WAGNER & CRAWFORD, 15 and 17 South Thiré st. 
Established 1849. Prompt atten 


I. tion given to 
claims of all kinds in ia and throngh- 
out the United States and ry 
Dupes Geena Gated Wa Beck “se 
Distance "Phone. i 


Phoenixville (Chester).............. H. A. Gi" 


Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ National —4 
of Phoenixville. 


PITTSBURG* (Allegheny) 


WAY. WALKER & MORRIS,» 


ny’ Comenanaeh and re ine Phe Fidel. 

= ick Building. 
Teastene: sonny Be TE 1 Bank, Pitte- 
burgh, “Pa.; Carter. Hughes & Dwigh t, 
York ; Hoit, Wheeler ‘ Sidley, Chicago; 
Blake, Lash & Toronto; Stibbard, 
Gibson & Co., bm sy 


ALBION E. BEST, = Diamond st. General law 
collections and Notary Public. Refers to 


©. E. FULMER, 413 Fourth ave. Practice in all 
courts. Collections recei 


ive mpt al 
attention. Refers to the held Bank of 
Pittsburg or First Nat'l Bank of Oakdale, Pa. 


wm. M. McELROY, 506 Bakewell Bldg. Long dis- 
tance ‘phone Court 3766. General practice, 
collections and ban? ru . Refers to Citi- 
zens’ Net’l Bank or Anchor Savings Bank. 


PRESTLEY & NESBIT, Suite 76 St. Nicholas Bldg. 
450 Fourth ave. "(John L. Prestley Bes BA 
Nesbit.) Hg ny practice in all cou 

tion to real estate lax oallectiena, 


wo d and municipal law. Refer to ie 
pela Bon Union Nat'l Bank, M 





ercantile 
xeaet Fid Title & Trust Co. of Pitts- 
burg, First Nat'l Bank, eee or First 

at’l Bank of McDonald, P: 

Pittston (Luzerne)......... .-..---..--- ¥. C. Mosier 

Port Matilda (Center)....-. .......-.. Sena to Ty:one 

Pottstown ay ome snersedee GEORGE L. EGOLF 
General prac ice. ere pte —- + SRT RT law. 
Refers to Citizens’ National Ban 

—— bog fer enectsihnpwtbaiiie A. W. Schalck 

Refers te any bank at this place. 

Panxsuta (Jefferson)...........- Jacob L. Fisher 
Refers to ic peesa National and First Na- 
tional 

Reading* (Berks)........-..-000+--0-+-- Ira M. Becker 

Renovo (Clinton). ....-.. Send to Lock Haven 

ille (J efterson) . -G. M. McDopalo 

Bree gh pat 

ary ETS Send to Norristown 





Scranton" (Lackawanna) 


Ww. . Jr., 208, 204 & 205 Common- 
wealth A ey lhe Ba Bay De A 


department under 
supervision. Attorney for Third i Rewonal 
Rank, Scranton Delaw kawanna 
& Western & Co., and Lackawanna Iron & 
Steel Co. Z: to any bank of Scranton. 


1. W. McDONALD, 910 to 913 Meme Bldg. General 
practice. Collections mmercial law a 
al Refers to Dime Deposit & Discount 





Shamokin (Northumberland)......... D. W. Shepman 
Snenandoah ( yikill)... —_ ard W Showmsae) 
Smethport* (McKean)...... E. R. Mave 
(Mon Dawede owes Send to Norristown 
— —_ ON pton) ...... J.D — 
pruce Creek (Huntingdon)............ Ss ne 
St. M: (Elk Co) Sakae dninhon ainda th Ds. D 
to the St. Mary’s Bank 


Sunbury* (Northumberland)........J. K. McWILLIGMS. 
Harrison Bldg. General practice. Collections and 
law. co First National Bank. 
powees caged John D Mille 
and tity Nationa] Banks 
.--H. B. Graeff 





.-F. B. Simth 
oe --. P M. Clark 
Samuel Grumbine 
Trappe (Montgomery) .... ........ Send to Norristown 
Tremont (Schuylkill)........... ROBERT S. BASHORE 
26 West Main street. 
Troy (Bradford)............-+«.+-- Charles L. Fellows 
Tyrone (Blair)................-.---- G. LLOYD OWEN® 
Refers to National Bank. 
* (Fayette).............-.--H. L Rom sop 
be all (Warren).............. & Pete-a 
F untingdon)......... Send to 
WwW: e pececsessecs Barnett 4 | np 
Watsontown (Northentberland eonee- Send te Sv~* 
Se eesglt Kalina den iatell Arthur L. Bailey 
law and collections. 
Wilkesbarre* (Luse:ne) 
FELIX ANSART, 15 S. Franklin st. Commercia! 
law and litagation a specialty. 
Williamsburg (Diair) ................. Send to Tyrone 
Williamsport* (Lycoming) 
CANDOR & MUNSON. A for Lyconin 
National Bank Weet Branch National Banke 


Institution of W Ww 


illiame- 
port faoonger always, Wiliams port Wate 


Claflin Co. and BR. G. Dun & Co. 


York* (York) 
RCSS & BRENNEMAN, 10 West Market st. (H.C. 
Brennemsn, N. poe Ross.) Genera! prac- 
tice. Contested li 


and ation law. 
A.J. Brenneman. Mgr. Collection Department 
Refer to City Bank or any bank of York, Pa. 
JAMES G. —— 9 South George st. a 
persons] atten attention given all commercia) busi. 
ness. Refers to Drovers & Mechanics" Nat.B k- 
JOHN N. LOGAN, 5 East Market st. General prac- 
tice. Collections, ——— law 


and con- 
tested liti fers to Security Title & 
National 


Trust Cc of York or tr Dakebeng Bank, 
John F. Ke... Refers to York Trust Co. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


pape — ar ec cecescce ecce neces puedl Norrie 
eu powrt* (Newport).......... 
Paeracket (Providencs 


Bparaabar. (Gperanbert—Bonu€ Ape 


eeqesdetacoeusesccess Thomas 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Aberdeen* (Brown). saabscconcecesecesce. J 
* (Hanson, 


ae Se perce 
ag & Clark. Refer to Merobants’ Bank. 
Wm aaa. —_> Bank of Redfield ad 


Redfield National Bank. 
SIUUX FALLS* 

- Wat Bank RG. Dan G. Dun & Co., Ilincis Central 

Railroad Co. and Western Union Telegraph Co. 

C. A. SamnerorEsnecs. 


specialty prom 


PPI athe 
Howard Babcock. Refers to First National Bank 
of Sisseton. 


Barrington Lane & Son. Refer to Sisseton StateB’:. 


law 
Savings Bank. 
and vigorous attention to 
in my care. 


Imot (Roberts)......... «...--+-.-..d. J. Batterses 
Yankton (Yankton) R. E. MeDowel) 


TENNESSEE. 


Allentown (Carter).........-....Send to Elizabethtes 
Bristol* (Sullivan)..... groece eenentend Curtin & 
asville* (Haywood) J.W.E. 





Aiken* (Aiken)... ........--+-0-+-- ec . Groft 
Barnwell* (Barnwell) esenecoee eal &. Townsend 
Beaufort* (Beaufort).........0000-<+--- W. I. Verdier 
) ccaccocsecsccces «---0. L. 
CHARLESTON* (Charleston) . William Mosley Fitch 
Chestor* (Chester)...................-- Ashbel G. Brice 
Columbia’ (Richland) 
W. BOYD EVANS, Room 7 hp h-- mg. Cor- 
—s a banking interests 
special Counsel for South ‘a in 
Spenish ar claims matters. Refers to every 
bank in Columbia, and to Attorney-Geneal of 
the State. 
Gaffney* (Cherokee)...........-..-----0+++- J.C 
Greenville Piddcsucsccoeter Isaac M. bryan 
Newberry* (Newberry).....-......- Sease 





Knoxville’ (Knox) 
eg = og & PEYTON. 


Refer to City National 
7 ee. Nat. Bank and Third Ne 


eaeel bee 
Lenoir Ci a éceguesboccnbbebal Send to Loudeo 
Loudun’ (Loudon). ..........0000+-+s- J. E. Cassaday 
Memphis* ( 


) 
L. & E. SPE H WAN. Refer to Manhattan Savings 
Bank & Trust Co. 





Refers to he Denk of Watertown. 
Waverly* Lay ee 
Refers to Bank of Winchester 


seer wweres we 


ee , 
Otte W eat 
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— 
TEXAS. 


seeeccccsecnccoscscnse & 
jhene* (Taylor). key Kirby 


Bde cha 


jgermont (Stonewall). . Shaewsouny & SPURLOCK 


adorn ace 


y Bide. er hy in all 8 d 
Seecherte Z. ce courts, tate an 
Commercial law, co and land 

ion given carefal attention. Refers to local 
Iigation all credit guides. Western Univn Code. 


MNEND. 2 000 cocecscevcceccneseses J, R. CAMPBELL 
Refers to Bank of Collinsville. 


Cutene’ a a gee ; - eaves W. J, be angen 
Special atten collections, corporation, rea) 
estate and commercial law. 


Tort Worth* (Tarrant 
GEORGE Q. 
Attorney 


or, or any State official or reliable business 
house in Texarkana. 


Rational Eger 9 and The The Ansouiated 
Mercantile Adjuster. Thoroughly 
aggressive collection yy oe 

sonal attention given to all business. 


Officers of 





Salt Lake* (Salt Lake) 
BOOTH, LEE & RITCHIE, Sth floor Auerbach Block. 
Commercial litigation especially. 


SHEPARD & SHEPARD, Suite 120-123 Commercial 
Block. Com a d 


law, a to Commercial Na- 
tional of this city. References furnished 
at any point where required. 


VERMONT. 


Lyndonville ( 


rene T. Gleason 
Refers to National of Lyndsaville 


North Hero* (G 


Ratland* (Rutland) 
Refers to Rutland Co. National Bank 


Danville (Pitteylvania)............... A. C. EDMUNDS 
509 Main st. General practice. State and Federal 
Courts, Danville and Chatham, Va. Commeraal 
Law and Collections. Refers to First National 
Bank and Sutherlin-Meade Tobacco Co. 


Leesburg (Loud 
Roftee to People's Wational Bank of Leesburg. 


. Practices in State and 
given prompt attention. 
JAMES E. Bey ae 


Forei; 
q “a to —_ National B Bank and 
ational Bank 


* (Rock 
Suc. to Letcher 
eral courts 
Lynchbur, (Campbel) 
 Commaeeel wand 


a special 
People's 


ter* 
athews* (Mathews) ...................d. 


News* (Warwick) NELMS & WISE 
elms Bldg. References: The City Bank or any 
city officer or banker. 


Norfold* (Norfolk) 


A. B. SELDNER, 230 Main st. Commercial, collec 
law. Litigaticn. Refers to any 


Refers 





Pulaski* (Pulaski)..... phiacénbeccappanitd 0. C. Brewer 


Richmond* (Henrico) 
EDWIN P. COX, Room 4, 1103 E. Main st. :- 
ola eee ee 
Richmond, Va.. Scott & String- 
fellow’ bonkers: Richmond. Va. 


WM. J, WHITE. 1112 E. Mainst. MGR. ASSO- 
CIATED MERCHAN Cor- 





GRAY & TAIT, 506 Mutual spt ig Commer- 
corporation, 


cial, law, 
A, References : A. BL. eri- 
k, Seattle; Kountze Bros., bankers, Ar- 
bold, Constable & Co. and Tefft, Weller & Co. 
New York; McCornick & Co., bankers, and 
Nat’! Bank of the Republic, Salt Lake, Utah. 


Snoheomish* (Snohomish) Coleman & Hart 
South Bend‘ ( Pacific) 


Spokane* (Spokane) 


SAMUEL R. STERN, 


630-633 { 
THE ROOKERY 
ANNEX. 





Tacoma‘ (Pierce) 
mee ‘Fidelty Bi ALLYN, Frank Align, Jr. 
iets fo London & 


Walla Walla* (Walla Walla) 


WEST VIRGINIA. 





orfolk) 
28, Lowenberg Bldg Norfolk, Va 
to any bank in Portsmouth or B-rkley Va. 
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New Martinsville* (Wetzel) 
J. W. NEWMAN. Collec a 
The New Martinsville 


and Second Nat'l 
Refer to the 


Reter 
(Mason 
Refers to Merchants’ 
Ravenswood (Jackson)...............--. N.C. Prickitt 
(J SER Seaman & Baker 
t Marys* (Pleasants) ................- A.J. 
fo BEd inane scdaktmebisnn A. Brace Hunt 
Wainville (Webster) ................. Send to 
Wayne* (W: EERE PIS: ey A 
Wellsburg* vintubcniie<. apuani W.M. Werkman 
Wheeling* (Ohio) 
= - oo attention giver to —_ 
under the pk of West Va. 
papel neo attention gi 
ceieare collections. yy stot for Center 
ioe. 43. P. phe 1400 © st. General 
ractice and to People’s 
Williamson* (M 


ingo 
wer w BROWN, Refers to James Donivan, 
age Court, Mingo Co. 


Sheppard «6 Sean hemats. Refer to Bank of 


WISCONSIN. 
* (Langlade) ...............--- 
ote e aanves 
Arcadia (Trempealean) ....-. RICHMOND 1 RICHMOND 
a: Bank of 7 of Whi 
Bank of Galesville, of Blair. 
Ashland (Ashiand)........... Sy OS 
SDs. cmnccanctconenecsede Bentley & Kelly 
Beloit (Rock)..............--...---- Theo. D. ie 
(Trempealean) .................. to 


Boscobel (Grant) 
John J. Blaine. Refers to Bank of A. J. Pipkin 
and State Bank of Boscobel. 
William E. Howe. Refers to Bank of A. J. Pipkin 
at Boscobel. 


ater Co. 
Independence (Trempealean) ......... 
Janesville* (Rock) 


—— 50. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (M. 
0.), 10 West Milwaukee st. Attorneys for 
First National and Merchants & Mechanics’ 
savings Banks. All notaries. Special collec 
tion department. 
Kevser (Columbia) .............. .. Send to Columbus 
Kenosha’ (Kenosha)............ McDowell & Kroncke 
Kewaunee « (Kewaunee) ............... John Wattawn 
La Urusse Dida «-.-. Miller & Wolfe 
‘ancaster (Grant)........ Watkins & Moses 
Lowell ( Dodge)..........2-..0--.-.- Send to Columbus 
Madison  Dane)...........-...-.. 00... H 
Marinette (Marinette) ............... Quinlan & Daily 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 


BLOODGOOD, KEMPER & BLOODGOOD. Attor 
nd rs. 39-46 Mitchell B 


Philadelphia, Pa., 
cinnati, Ubio. 


Refers to First . 
Oconto” (Ocento)............-----. Francis X. Morrow 
Oshb osh * ( Winnebago) paunes eadeue Hame & Oellerich 

1ix Main st 
Osseo (Trem 

( 


Watertown (Jefferson)..........- William H. Woodard 
Weare Wenger mje ge Fant | Nom 
Waeat Superior (Dougias).......-- aor 
(Trempealean)............ Send to 
WYOMING. 


corporation and mining law. Refers to 
ational Bank of Rawlins or any bank in 
State of Weming. 








PHILLIPPINE ISLANDS 


MANILA... «2.222000 eneenecseees STEELE & BRADLEY 





HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 


Refers to Firet Bank of Hilo (Ltd). 


Honolala A. 8. Humphreys 


Senet ene eee eeeeseeeseneees 





CANADA. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 





NEW BRUNSWICK. 
GD ccccoccccsoqnces ARTHUR R. SLIPP 
ova Scotia and The Peo- 


Stephen (Chariotte)............- W.O. 8. 
Woodstock* Nee | scveagae Fisher & A. B. Connell 
jg Bday of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 


NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 


Calg (Alberta Ter.).......2....++- W. L. Bernard 
Benoeken { TEP. jocscodcocccane gue G Sage 


(Assiniboia 
| Yocktown (Asatnibois 7 TAB D coccave James F. VnoLean 


NOVA SCOTIA. 
Amherst* . Cumberland). 


weee ee eeecee 


HALIFAX* (Halifax) 
HARRIS, HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard ( C. Weldon, 
CL., ., K.C., Counsel; Robt. E. 
















Toronto Junction (York)........... 
Windsor* (Easex) ....... 2... 20000------- Ellis & Elb 


Charlottetown" ( 


Danville 


eianntian: 
New Carlisle (Bonaventure) 
Quebeo* ( 


Refer to Bank 


~~ & Laytee 
to New Glangoe 


W.M.C 
to Commercial Bank of Windsor, 


Banking Co. Smith & & 
Wentworth Gypsum Co. ——— 
Yarmouth* (Yarmoutn)..... Sandford H. Pelton, K.¢ 
ONTARIO. 
Barrie* (Simooe). .............++e0-00----. Donald 
Cea eee ta 
Galt (Waterloo)............. secseesee-W.J. Mines 


i ae 
) aa Tanele King 


Ottrre Curienc) ee a MedOUGAL, Barris. 
Solicitors, ete. 


Court ane De 
partmental Agents. to Bank of Ottaw:, 
McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. ioms, LL.B. ; Hal. 

ee.» et. Barristers, Soliciton 
Notaries, eto. : Bank « of Ottawa; 
Chicago. 


(insdinh............. Gaitior & Bane 


TORONTO* (York) 


D. D. GRIERSON, Kee Chambers, 9 Toronto 
Barrister, Prom 


sonal attention to’ ms. Cable vlan 

“Grierson.” Refers toStandard Bank of Canada 

H. J. MARTIN, B.C.L., 43 Adelaide st., East. Par 
ticular attention to collections and com 

pester aad Oop Gece 

e a. 

8. 8. White Dental Manut.Co., 110 Vitoriast 

The Delaney & Pettit Co. Ltd., all of Toronte. 


- JOHN JENNINGS 


PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
. Mellish & Mellish 
Jobn F Bell 


eons).... -.-. 
Refer to of 


Deccccccccccoccss ses 


QUEBEC. 


O conebbakanmoonthnss<o.+>-tte 
TownshipsB’k at Richmona Que. 


cones gape» Butler & Abbott 
anne ‘James Edward Mil 


Dist.) .....Carop, Pentlau« « Stuart 





MEXICO. 


MEXICO (City of) 
J. L. STARR HUNT, Calle de Montealegre, No. %. 


to Cyrus J. Lawrence & Sons. 
2) We at.. N ae J. Milton Cornell, of 3. B. 
&J.M 1 iron manufacturers, 2th st. 
and lith ey; WY ; Frederick Straus, m 
firm of J. & W * Seligo-an & Co, Mils 
Y.; Carl A. of Guthrie, ( 
Henderson, attorneys, 40 Wall st., N 


ENCLAND. 


IN (Middlesex) 
J Burke Hendry, 7 New Square, Lincolns lu 
& Mores Passage (opp. Law Courts) Carev st. 


ei 








FRANCE. 
. Avone 6 
LaepeLe qornano, nee ~y aX pn 


French Mereantle Law and Practice of rt 


free. Baker, Voor 
hoes & Oa Es, publahern New York; Stevens 





JAPAN. 


GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Connsellur at la~-. 


YOKOHAMA. 


mules 


\\; 


=lke 2 == mi! 
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= SePIAL LIST OF ATTORNEYS | 2 242224. E. R. KELSEY, JR. | Isaac Bucusrr. Gzo. W. Becket? 
a ea Rae HIARRIMAN & KELSEY, BECKE TT & BECKETT 
7 HEN RY KIRK WHITE, Attorneys at Law, Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law and Soli- 
citor in Chancery. 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


bar. 
tary in office. Depositions taken. Special 
tor collections in North Alabama. 
Refers to Supreme Cour of Alabama, Montgomery; 
0.8 Circuit Judge David D. Shelby. Buntaville. la. 


—_—_— 


vFaas & @ 


ed 
x) 











CONNECTICUT. 
(LITUS H. KING, 


Attorney at Law, 


Beer’s Bailding. 
BRIDGEPORT, - - CONN. 


COLLECTIONS, REPORTING aypj COMMERCIAL LAW 














Connestions National Bank, Vincent Bros. 
Ay Watson & Co. kera. 


ANDREW J. EWEN, 


Attorney at Law, 
DERBY. CONN. 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 













ge S3Esve SEER EO gSsi 





Refers to Birmingham National Bank. 
(ORNELI US J. DANAHER, 






















on Attorney, 
irs TE (Wilcox Block, MERIDFN, CONN. 
Pu PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 

ba COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 
i Refers to Home Nationa! Bank. 
ia st., 
me I ELMER G. DERBY, 

Elbe Attorney and Counselor at Law, 

COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 






: ¥.M 
: 


Ss abit} U>RBETO™ 


Refers to Middlesex County National Bank. 


THOMAS BOWEN, 


Attorney at Law, 
NAUGATUCK, CONN, 


PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. COMMERCIAL LAW 
AND COLLECTIONS. 














Refers to Naugateck National Bank. 


LBERT McCLELLAN MATHEWSON, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


Offices: 304-305 Exchange Building, 
121 Church Street. Elevator, S65 Chapel St. 
NEW HAVEN, CONN, 
COMMERCIAL, PRUBATE, INSOLVENCY LAW AND 


COLLECTIONS. 
First National Mechanics’ National 
tak Recent New Haven Bank, City Bank. 


W. F. DELANEY, 


Attorney at Law, 


Rooms ‘2 and 3 Commercial Hall, 
NEW BRITAIN, CONN. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 























Refers to Mechanics’ National Bank. 


J, BIRNEY TUTTLE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Reems 314 to 317 First National Bank, Bldg. 
NEW HAVEN, CONN. 
FULLY | Bee haamgeaeeee DEPARTMENT. 


oo First Met. Bank, Falak The Peck & 
Sonar 













& Boston, 











First Nat. Bank Bidg. NEW HAVEN, CONN, 





SAVANNAH, GA, 














omnes PASTAS PERRIS colLETISAT “7 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. Refer to any bank in city. 
Refer to First National Lank, Mechanics’ National Bank- IDAHO. 
A. P bRADSTREET, | NEAL & BARBER, 
Attorney at Law, Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Odd Fellows’ Bidg. WATERBURY, CONN. 


GENERAL LAW PRACTICE 


Refers to Thomaston National Bank, Thomaston. . 


, URTIS DEAN, 


Attorney at Law, 


WILLIMANTIC, CONN. 
GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. 





Refers to Windham Nationa! Bank. 








DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
JAMES W. BEVANS, 


Attorney at Law, 
Warder Building, WASHINGTON, D.C. 
ASSOCIATE IN 
PATENT AND PATENT CAUSES. 
EXPERT SERVICE. HIGHEST REFERENCES. 
PATENTS, CAVEATS, DESIGNS, TRADE MARKS, ETC. 
General Practice. 











GEORGIA, 





Wattzes McELEzgaTs. Emurrr McELEEATS. 


McELREA1TH & McELREATH. 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law. 
715-717 Temple Ceart. 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 

Reference- Third National Bank of Atlanta. 


MOORE & POMEROY, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


319-31 Temple Court, ATLANTA, GA. 
MMERCIAL LAW. ee 4 TORIES AND 
ss DEPOSITION 


PRACTICE IN BANKRUPTCY COURTS. 


Refer to Neal Loan & Bankii Atlanta; Marietta 
Guano Co. Atlanta; A. P. Bran’ t- r be. Blackshear, Ga. 
Marietta Paper Mills, Marietta, Ga. 








RICHARD K. HINES. 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


24 Washingten Bleck, MACON, GA. 


Rooms 58 te G1 Senna Bidg, BOISE, IDAHO. 
Jae sige to oh Senos Spereteir eins 


vation a specialty. wn Fully equipped col 
ow Mercantile A 
agencies; 
MARYLAND. 


N. BUFUS GILL. 
ROBERT L. GILL. 


N. RUFUS GILL & SONS 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Wallis Building, 215 St. Paul Street, 
BALSECES, MD. 


o Sennen feet sey iet, aa se 














MASSACHUSETTS. 
CaBLE Appgess “Hzrnax.” Established 1884. 
HERBERT L. BAKER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law,. 


30 Court Street, (Phone3#2i.) BOSTON, MASS. 
euiiinmnnetemane aan ae 


faa Bankr ate corporation Lam apes 


References: Beacon Trust & Safe Deposit Co. or 
bank in Boston. — 


JOSEPH J. GALLAGHER, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


Reom 39, 113 Devonshire St. BOSTON, MASS. 
Residence, 108 Pearl Street, Cambridgeport, Maas. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 








Refers to Metropolitan National Bank, Beacon Trust & 
Safe Deposit Co. 


Joun N. FLEISHER. Buys. F. Hatnzs. 


FLEISHER & HAINES, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Reoms 503 and 504, 31 State Street, 
BOSTON, MASS, 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 








Refer to Massachusetts Loan & Trust Co. 





FRED. WADSWORTH MOORE. OLIVER WADSWORTH SHEAD. 
1257 Haymarket. 


MOORE & SHEAD, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


5 Tremont Street, BOSTON, MASS. 
General Law and Corporation Practice. 
Refer to Mercantile Trust Cc Lee, B & Co., 
~ ermilye Sone YN 
Browning, a'Go. Giothlers; Unive University Pre 


vey bor, Wholesale 





JOHN L. HARDEMAN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


566 Mulberry Street, 


MACON, GA. 





JOHN W. CONNELLY, 


Attorney at Law, 
Unien Savings Bank Building 
FALL RIVER, MAS®&. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Reference: The National Union Bank. 
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MASSACHUSETTS, cowrinugep. 


JOHN M. DUNLEA, 


Counsellor at Law, 
Reems 2 and 3, 210 Merrimack Street, 
HAVERHILL, MASS. 





GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 


P. J. McCUSKER, 


60 Washington Street, 


Refers to Mercantile National Bank. 


Counselor at Law, 


SALEM, MASS. 
GENERAL PRACTICE. 





Refers to Essex National Bank. 


HARRY R. LAWRENCE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Central Building, LAWRENCE, MASS. 
459-12. 





COLLECTIONS AND D COMMERCIAL LAW. 


PATRICK KILROY, 


Ceurt Square Theatre Building, 


COLLECTIONS. Refers to Pynchon National Bank. 


Counselor at Law. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 





Refers Arbors | Coen, National Hyak, Bay onte Resenst 
re tk iothing —_ 


JEREMIAH CROWLEY. JAMES T. O'HEABN. 
CROWLEY & OHEARN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
137 Central Street, opposite American House, 
LOWELL, MASS. 








HENRY C. DAVIS, 


Counselor at Law, 
WARK, MASs, 


GENERAL PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 





Keters to Ware National Kank. 





GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 





Refer to Lowell Trust Co. 


JAMES G. HILL, 
Attorney.ait Law, 
39 Hildreth Building, LOWELL, MASS. 





EDWARD J. TIERNEY, 


Reom 1, Gewdy Bleck, 


References 
Any business hovse or bank. 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
WESTFIELD, MASS, 


:—First National Bank, Westfield, Mass 








COLLECTIONS, BANKRUPTCY PROCEEDINGS. 
CONTESTED LITIGATIONS. 


NEW JERSEY. 





Refers to Middlesex Safe Deposit & Trust Co. 


ARTHUR BOGUE, 
Attorney at Law, 


33 Central Square, LYNN, MASS, 
Telephone 585-5. 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 





REPETTO & REPETTO, 


ATLANTIC CITY, N.J.. 37 Law Building, 


Ave. B. Reprrro. Louis A. REPetro. 


A sai Law, 
PHILADELPHIA PA. 
Philadelphia Office: 717 Walnut Street. 
GENERAL PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 

Refer to Union National Bank. 


. - 





Refers to Central National Ban 
Wm. O'Shea 112 Market street. a eee 





THOMAS F. SHEEHAN, 


Counselor at Law, 
343 Union Street, LYNN, MASS. 
Rooms § and 9 Bergengren Bldg, Central Square. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 


Refers to Central National Bank. 





SIMS & DARNELL, 


22 and 23 Real Estate and Law Building. 


PROCTORS IN ADMIRALITY. 


tional Bank, 


Joun C. Stms. ALBERT H. DaRNELL. 


Counselors at Law, 


ATLANTIC CITY, N. J. 


Long Distance Telephone, 641-X. 
SUPREME COURT 
EXAMINER. NOTARY PUBLIC. 

Refer to Atlantic or ee National est Second Na- 
Farmers’ National Bank. Mt. Holly. 





ARTHUR P. CARPENIER, 
Attorney at Law. 


Ne. 1 Kimbell Bleck, 6S Main Street, Attorney at Law, 
NORTH ADAMS, MASs. 
Telephone 136-4. BRIDGETON, - - . = «= = Med 
PERSONAL ATTENTION GIVEN TO ‘GENERAL MASTER AND SOLICITOR IN CHANCERY 
PRACTICE. GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. 


Refers to Berkshire Nationa! Bank and Adams National 


REX A. DONNELLY, 


Refers to Cumberland National Bank. 


YOUNG, ARROWSMITH & Ely 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


Hudson Trust Bld’g., 53 Newark 8t.. HOBOK EN, X, ), 


ALEXANDER ©. YOUNG. yg oF W. ARROWS MITE, 7p 
BOYD 8. ELY. 


Alexander C. Young, County Attorney of Hudson 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. COLLECTION 
DEPARTMENT. 


Refer to Hudson Trust Co. 





——— 


(ssn E. HENDRICKSON, JR., 
Attorney at Law, 
Commercial Trust Co. Bldg. Jersey City, X, j, 

Telephone No, 


Solicitor, Master pk. 
Court > Bellaing 


Bester’ Aus of Hudaoe County, R-3. Comms Comm 
fae oc geen 


gations, and taking of epesisions. 


Reference: pen emetegnentc o> tec ol Otwen 
on application. 





- HERBERT POTTS, 
egos . F veel 

iicttor, Master and Exam 

CO; cpanel coreae COMPANY Bay ak —, 


15 te po Exchange Place, JERSEY CITY, \.J, 
mo and qenetes atts La ren aren to Colections, Com- 


of tit aan toe ot of depositions oe an New & 
sats Cupasdions ms incorporated under New Yous 


National Bank 
offey, Ex-Sheriff ¥ finders 


heferences :—Hudson Count, 
ez Co; Hon. John J. 





PROBERSON & DEMARES, 


Counselors at Law. 
Commercial Treg Ge. Bldg. Jersey City, N.J, 


collect accounts in J City, Hoboken. a 
Weat Hoboken, Weehawken, non iil Town of Unio, 
U ahi eat New “York, Sesnen bers, Nora 
lector to New 


Ty , By. K; Bradford A. Bullock, @ 
preadewy. D oO. Jerse Commercial 
Trust Co. N. J. Title Guarantee too 8 Trax Co, Huds 
County National Bank. 





JOHN J. HOPPIN, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 


aout 


J BAYARD KIRKFA1 RICE, 


Co., Newark 
Essex County x Sonal Bank, Newark. 
Skinner & Ten Eyck, Attorneys, Newark. 





Attorney and Counselor at Law. 


532 Prudential Bultlding, NEWARK, N.J. 
HANDLES ALL KINDS OF LEGAL BUSINESS. 





Refers to Fidelity Trust Co., Essex County Nat’! Bank. 





F.. W. WOODBURY, 


Collections, Real Estate, Insurance, 


Odd Fellows’ Building, Reom 11. 
NORTH ATTLEBORO, MASS. 





Refers to North Attleboro National Bank. 





Wu. H. Fereer. WinsLow H. Epwaxps. 


F. D. WEAVER, 


GENERAL PRACTICE. COMMERCIAL COLLECTIONS 


Counselor at Law, 
CAMDEN, N. J. 


Resident Agent for non-resident corporations. 


Refers to National State Bank. 





FrEIKER & EDWARDS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
North—-HAMPTON—East, 
Massachusetts, 

GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS 


he North Bampron 


National Bank, Rg ye hy and the 
National Bank. 





ALBERT C. HEULINGS, 


Temple Building. 


Attorney at Law, 
415 Market Street, 
CAMDEN, WN. J. 


GENERAL PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 
Acts as resident agent for non-resident corporations. 


W ILLIAM ADGATE LORD, 


Attorney at Law, 
Nationa! Bank Building, 


Refsrence :—Oraage Nationa! Bank. 





J, B. COWARD, 


Attorney and Counselor. 


109 Park Avenue, 

* CORPORATION, INSOLVENCY AND CONTESTED 

LITIGATION. COLLECTIONS PERSONALLY 
HANDLED. 





Refers to National State Bank and Security Trust Co. 


Reference :—City National Bank 
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ee 


NEW JERSEY. continuav. 





————— 
land Lone Di«ta 
_* Telephone Cal 


JRWIN W. SCHULTZ, 


Counselors at Law, 


STER LN CHANCERY, 
sPBCIAL MAS COMMISSIUNER, EX-J ‘JUDG 


GENERAL PRACTICE COLLECTIONS. 
PHILLIPSBURG, ° sd . - N. J. 
Actas Resident Agent for Non-resident Corporations. 


Refers to First National Bank of Easton, Pa., or Phillips- 
tang National Bank. 


————— 


§coTT SCAMMELL, 


Attorney at Law, 
Mechanics’ Bank Building, TRENTON, N. J. 


COMMERCIAL, CORPORATE AND INSOLVENCY 
LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 


Refers to First National Bank, Trenton Trust & Safe 
Deposit Co., Garret D W. Vroom. "State Law jw Reporter. 


JOHN SYKES, 


Counselor at Law, 


111 Bast State Street, TRENTON, N. J. 
GENERAL PRACTICE. 
Resident Agent for non-resident corporations. 


Tegel Rojevhene. 


8 +! acme 








Kefers to First National Bank. 


A. H. SWACKHAMER, 


Counselor at Law, 
MASTER IN CHANCERY AND SUPREME COURT 





EXAMINER. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
WOODBURY, - ° e N. J. 


Refers io First Nationa’ Bank 





NEW YORK. 
Telephone Connection. 
BRAHAM GOLDFARB, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


S?7 Nassau Street, 
Manhattan Borough. 








NEW YORK. 
References:—Wm. Clarke & Bankers ; vit & 
Rosenthal, Clothing Mfrs; H. Gold Mini. 
wry, Broad way: . Phillf & Son. Shirt Mfrs., 24-26 White 


Skreet & Co., Cloak Mfra., 101 Bleecker Street 
Ala New York City. Surrogates 





LB LEE, 0. BH. LONGFELLOW, @. &. D. FOSTER 


[ F4. LONGFELLOW & FOSTER, 
Attorneys and Counselors. 


Roomé2z0 141 Broadway, NEW VORK CITY. 


COLLECTIONS, COMMERCIAL, CORPORATION 
ANP PROBATE LAW. INSOLVENCY LITIGATION: 


Refer to Knickerbocker Trust Co., Kelley, Miller & Co, 
Bankers. ” 


POTTER & MINER, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
Potter Building, 38 Park Rew. New Vork. 
INSURANCE, BANKING & CORPORATION LAWS 

General Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


Commercial Collecgions: We maintain an effictent de 
t for the collection of commerctal claims, and fol- 
imperative rule of remitting proceeds to each 

ny ny upon collection. Notaries Publie 


tad Stenographe: 
Referen Lite In- 





office. 

CCS : we A York City: 
Saran Se sata il Broadway ; A 
m St.; Bros. 

le Co., Park on. 
well ector of Castoma- R. L. Coleman. Pres. W 
neal Works. 36 Warren St.; Grignard Lithographing Co., 


THOMAS T. SEELYE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law. 
180 Broadway, NEW \ORK. 





COLLECTIONS, COMMERCIAL LAW, INSOLVENCY, 
PROBATE, INSU RANCE, CORPORATION LAW. 


wears to Cotonial Hank, . New York. Arnold Green of 
Reserve Trust Co., Cleveland. 








POWELL & CADY. 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
$06 Broadway, NEW YORK. 
67 St. James Place, Brooklyn, N.Y. City. 


Practice in Sfate and Federal Courts. 

















OHIO. 





MILLARD ROEBLING, 
Notary Public. 


ROEBLING & ROEBLING 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


8. E. Cor. 4th & Main Sts., CINCINNATI, 0. 


UNUSUAL FACILITIES tf MERCANTILE 
LITIGATION 


References: Atlas Nat’] Bank, Cincinnati Sav’gs Society 


ALEX. ROEBLING, 
J.P. 





JNO 0. ECKERT, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


7-10 Miller Building, CINCINNATI, O. 
CULLECTION DEPARTMENT UNDER PERSONAL 
SUPERVISION. 


NOTARY. DEPOSITIONS TAKEN. 


References: Second National Bank, Louis Manss, Rem 
mer’s Soap Co., Geo. A. Thayer Co., Carret Mfrs. 


JNO. W. ARNOLD, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
740 Society for Sav. Bldg, CLEVELAND, 0. 


General Practice in ait G Courts Specially Ba E Sepes Get 
lection, Reporting and Forwarding D : =n 





Cree Draine Oo Co. ; The Am- 








porting 'Co.. The Potters’ ive Assoc’n 
v i Ont 5 The Mick Electric Co., Detroit; 
e Ass’n, Philadelphis 





BACON anv CLAY, 
Arrorners ano Counsecors ar Law, 
SOCIETY FOR SAVINGS BUILDING, 
CLEVELAND. O. 


RICHARD BACON. ALBERT A. CLAY. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 





CHARLES R. JAMES, 


Attorney at Law, 
% 204, 205 Commonwealth Building, 
ALLENTOWN, PA. 


GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS RECEIVE 


PROMPT ATTENTION. 


CORPORATION LAW & INSOLVENCY LITIGATION. 


Refer to Allentown National Bank. 





O. R. B. LEIDY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
ALLENTOWN. PA. 
Leng Distance Telephone. 


GENERAL 


PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. COMMER. 
CLAL LAW AND INSOLVENCY LITIGATION. —— 
Refer to Lehigh Valley Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 





ALBERT W. DUY, 


Attorney at Law, 
BLOOMSBURG, - - - 
First Nat. Bank Building. 


PA. 





COLLECTIONS, COMMERCIAL LAW AND 'INSOLV- 


ENCY LITIGATION. 
Refers to First Nat:onal Bank. 





JOHN D. JAMES, 


Attorney at Law, 


DOYLESTOWN, - - - PA. 


GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY 


MADE IN ALL PARTS OF THE COUNTRY. 
Refers to lestown National Bank, Bucks Coun 
ee Trust Co. ty 


Trust Co., Doy 








FRED. C. GEIGER, 


Commercial Law, 
Reporting and Collections, 


828, 829 Soc: for Savings Bidg, 
CLEVELAND, wn 


We collect your claim or return it. In any case 
mptiy. 
Notaries, Stenographer, Pong Distance *Phone, etc. 
Refers to United Banking and Savings Co. 


ROBERT A HAMILTON, 
Attorney at Law, 


Jones Building, Centre Square, 
EASTON, PA. 


PROMPT AND CAREFUL 4 ATizS tion GIVEN TO 
COLLECT 


Reference on applic a. - 





OHIO 





F. S. MONNETT. 


EX-ATTY. GENERAL O10, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


Rooms 607-608 “‘ The Wyandotte,” 
COLUMBUS, OHIO. 
GENERAL Peace INCLUDING qr OLLECTION 
ND COMMERCIAL LA 

thy dh Savings B’k. ae & Manuf. 
Buckeye B 

Drug ‘2 Co., C,H. 
Co.. Kilbourne Jacobs Mie. 


Co., M. C. Lille ey & 
Attorney Firet National 


nk, Bucyrus. 


Co., Columbus B Co. 
- Robins, The David: Begs 





GRANT F MOUSER, 


Attoraey, 


MARION, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 


Refers to H True, President Marion Coun! 
Peter Hane, Cashier Farmers 

Huber, President Huber Mfg. Vo. and Pres’t Stea 
Works; Fred. Haberman, Vice- Pres’s Marion Mt 
A. C. Court, WholesaleGrocer J F. Last, Whol 








Bank 
& Mechanics’ Bank; Jpaward 
m Shovel 


Co., 
Con 





A. 8. Knzcurt Wu. M. McKgEn- 


KNECHT & McKEEN, 


Attorneys at Law, 


Offices, 464 Northampton Street, Residence, 
226 Northampton Street. 
EASTON, - - + PA. 


GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. 
GERMAN AND ENGLISH SPOKEN. 
Refer to Northampton National Bank 





ROBERT B. WALLACE, 
Attorney ai Law, 


Calder Building. HARRISBURG, PA. 
GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. 


Refers to Harrisburg Transfer Co., First National 
Bank. 





JACOB H. BYRNE, 


Attorney ai Law, 
42 North Duke St. LANCASTER, PA. 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. 


Refers to the Conestoga National Bank. 
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PENNSYt vania, ConTiNuED. 
FLUGENE D. SIEGRIST, 
Attorney at Law, 


773 Cumberiand St., . LEBANON, PA. 





GENERAL PRACTICE. FULLY EQUIPPED COLLEC- 


TION DEPARTMENT. 
Refers to Lebanon Nat’l Bank or any bank in city. 





Doveias Crale. Jacos C, Loosz. 


CRAIG & LOOSE, 


Attorneys at Law, 
Dolan Building, MAUCH CHUNK, - ~ PA. 


GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTION DEPARTMENT 
CORPORATION LAW. 


Refer to First Nat. Bank; Attys Lehigh Valley Ry. 





JAMES WATTS MERCUR, 


Attorney at — 
MEDIA, - 


PA. 


GENERAL PRACTICE. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 





ARCHIBALD R. DEWEY, 
Atiorney at Law, 
805 Prevident Building, PHILADELPHIA. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Telephone 37-81 D. 
to Land, Title & Trust Co., 


Refers to 
Coal, James Strong & Co., Wholesale Lum 
& Co., Wholesale onds and Jewelry. 


CHARLES F. EGGLESTON, 
Attorney at Law, 


1015 Stephen Girard Buildiag, 


21 S. 12th STREET, PHILADELPHIA. 
Phone 3-55-40 D. 


Refers to Real Estate Trust Co.,Continental Title & Trust 
Co., Hughes & Bradley, Wholesale Manufacturers. 


N. Kerr & Co., 
, Wm. Morris 








J, EDMUND ENICH, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 
1001 Chestnut St. PHILADELPHIA 
Pp, —- Sg United Roourtty I. Life ey Trust Co 


Tin (ue Beotad St. Daniel Dever “wholes S Bo 
Front 8t. _ 


CHARLES F. HAINES, 
Attorney at Law, 
Arcade Bidg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 





renin © Wat’! Bank, Commercial Trust 
Co., Trust Co. H. —— 
street’s ; Bros. 5 SS ai Bose ve. 
all of Philadelphia. 


E. E. FULMER, 


Attorney at Law, 
413 Fourth Avenue, PITTSBU RG, PA. 
GENERAL PRACTICE. NOTARY PUBLIC. 


Refers to The Freehold Bank, Pittsburg. First Na- 
tional Bank, Oakdale, Pa. 








VM. M. McELROY, 


Attorney at Law, 


ll Buildi 
ea sT wenahe uilding, | PITTSBURG, PA. 


228 Bin 
Lone DisTancg "Poors “ Court 3766.” 
GENERAL PRACTICE—COLLECTIONS AND 
BANERUPTCY. 


Kefe:s to Citizens’ National Bank and Anchor Savings 





Joun L. PREsTLEY. Harry J. Nessir. 


PRESTLEY & NESBIT, 


Attorneys at Law, 
Suite 76 St. Nicholas Bidg., 450 Fourth Ave. 
PITTSBURG, PA. 


“Telephone 222." WN Public in Office. 
GENERAL PRACTICE pt Cc 

pegs attention ovis real iD SEDERAL COURTS. 

ry and municipal law. 


+ Co Fidelity Th & Os ft 
Trust Co., ie & Trust Co. o 
National of Carnegie,Pa., First N: 
of McDonald, Pa. 


Mer- 





GEORGE L. EGOLF, 


Attorney at Law, 
a PA. 
OURTS. FULLY 


oeULP PED Ft ALL C 
ED TOR PROPER HAN BLING OF COM- 
MERCIAL COLLECTIONS. 


Refers to Citizens’ National bank of Pottstown. 





W. B. BECHTEL. CHARLES B. SHALTERS. 
BECHTEL & SHALTERS, 


Attorneys at Law, 
546 Court St. READING, PA, 
GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTION DEPARTMENT 


Refer to First National Bank, Second National Bank. 





W. H. JESSUP, JR. 
Attorney and Counselor, 
203, 204 & 205 Commonwealth Bidg. 
SCRANTON, PA, 
Practice in all State and United States Collection 
und era 
for Third Nati Bank, Scranton; Delaware 
Hudson Company; Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
Railroad Company Iron & 


; Lackawanna Bteel Co. 
Refers to J of County or State Courts, and 
ony Bank ec Oureeetin te Seavton. 


TENNESSEE, 








8. B. Surra. W.D. Canswry 
SMITH & CARSWELL, 
Lawyers, 


210-311 Temple Court. 
CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Sut 


fait 





IE. 


TEXAS. 


W. M. CROOK, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Reems 3 & 4 Blanchette Building, 
BEAUMONT, TEXAS, 


all courte, State and “Federal. Commereta 
salon and eat litigation given ful attenticg, 
awed banks and’ all eneait guldc. “went 





| 








———— 





VIRGINIA. 


A. B. SELDNER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
334 Main Street. Nertotk Count; 
NORFOLK. VA. 
PRACTICE IN STATE AND FEVEKAL COURTS. 
Commercial, Corporation and Real Estate |. igation 
Reference: Any bank in Norfolk. 
Long Distance Telephone 103. — 


EDWIN P. COX, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Reom 4, Merchants’ National Bank Building, 
RICHMOND, VA. 
Local Connest 9 for Ce Tenet ie Aang 1 
References : magne he Nationa: Bank, State Baakd 
Virginia, Scott & Stringfellow, bankers & brokers. 





\\ 


Notary Public 








J. W. McDONALD, 


Attorney ai Law, 


910 te 913 Mears Building, 
SCRANTON, = = = = = = * PAs 


GENERAL PRACTICE. PERSONAL ATTKNTION 
GIVEN ALL COLLECTIONS. 


Refers to Dime Deposit & Discount Bank. 


WILLIAM J. WHITE, 


Law and Collections, 
Reome 1-2, No. 1112 East Main Street, 
RICHMOND, VA. 
MERCANTILE ADJUSTMENTS AND REPORTS. COMMEBCLL 
teenie ese wale paneogrenen AND BEAL ESTATE Lav. 


Bank, American Nation 
Southern Trast On i Frictionless Mew 
Co. and Slater, Myers & Co. 








J. K. McWILLIAMS, 


Attorney at Law and Notary Fublic. 
Harrison Bidg., SUNBURY, PA. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Refers to First Nctional Bank. 





JAMES G. GLESSNER, 
Attorney at Law, 


9 Seuth George Street, . 


GENERAL PRACTICE. COLLECTIONS. 
Refers to Drovers & Mechanic’s National Bank. 


YORK, PA 





N. Sarneznt Ross. H. C. BRewweman. 


ROSS & BRENNEMAN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
GENERAL PRACTICE.: 
Collection Department, A. J. BRENNEMAN, Mawaozn. 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 
YORK, - = = = = PA. 


Refer to City Bank, or any bank in city. 





WEST VIRGINIA. 


GEO. E. BOYD & SON 


Attorneys at Law, 
1417 ( haBline st. W REELING, W. VA 
GENERAL PRACTICE 


to Wheeling Title & Trust Co. and Germais 
Half Dollar Savings Bank. 








JOHN J. P, OBRIEN, 


Attorney ai Law, 
1400 Chapline St. |§ WHEELING, W.VA 


GENERAL PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 
Refers to People’s Bank 





———— 
S——— 








CANADA. 


— 








8. D. BIGGER. Ww. 8. MO BRATEE 


BIGGAR & McBRAYNEQ™ 

Barristers and Solicitors, | 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 

Canada Life Building, HAMILTON, CA¥ 


Refer to Bank of Hamiiton. 





